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Scoping Opinion
for Wrexham Energy Centre

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This is the Scoping Opinion (the Opinion) provided by the Secretary of
State in respect of the content of the Environmental Statement for
Wrexham Energy Centre, Wrexham.
This report sets out the Secretary
information provided in Wrexham
entitled Wrexham Energy Centre
Scoping Report’). The Opinion can
described by the applicant.

of State’s opinion on the basis of the
Power Limited (‘the applicant’) report
Scoping Report (March 2014) (‘the
only reflect the proposals as currently

The Secretary of State has consulted on the Scoping Report and the
responses received have been taken into account in adopting this Opinion.
The Secretary of State is satisfied that the topic areas identified in the
Scoping Report encompass those matters identified in Schedule 4, Part 1,
paragraph 19 of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2009 (as amended).
The Secretary of State draws attention both to the general points and
those made in respect of each of the specialist topic areas in this Opinion.
The main potential issues identified are:
•

Air quality

•

Ecology

•

Water environment, particularly during operation

•

Landscape and visual

Matters are not scoped out unless specifically addressed and justified by
the applicant, and confirmed as being scoped out by the Secretary of
State.
The Secretary of State notes the potential need to carry out an
assessment under the Habitats Regulations 1.

1

The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended)
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
Background
1.1

On 28 March 2014, the Secretary of State (SoS) received the
Scoping Report submitted by Wrexham Power Limited under
Regulation 8 of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2009 (SI 2263) (as amended) (the EIA
Regulations) in order to request a scoping opinion for the proposed
Wrexham Energy Centre (‘the Project’). This Opinion is made in
response to this request and should be read in conjunction with
the applicant’s Scoping Report.

1.2

The applicant is deemed to have notified the Secretary of State
under Regulation 6(1)(b) of the EIA Regulations that it proposes to
provide an environmental statement in respect of the Project.

1.3

The EIA Regulations enable an applicant, before making an
application for an order granting development consent, to ask the
SoS to state in writing their formal opinion (a ‘scoping opinion’) on
the information to be provided in the environmental statement
(ES).

1.4

Before adopting a scoping opinion the SoS must take into account:
(a) the specific characteristics of the particular development;
(b) the specific characteristics of the development of the type
concerned; and
(c)

environmental
development’.

features

likely

to

be

affected

by

the

(EIA Regulation 8 (9))

1.5

1.6

This Opinion sets out what information the SoS considers should
be included in the ES for the proposed development. The Opinion
has taken account of:
i

the EIA Regulations

ii

the nature and scale of the proposed development

iii

the nature of the receiving environment, and

iv

current best practice in the preparation of environmental
statements.

The SoS has also taken account of the responses received from
the statutory consultees (see Appendix 2 of this Opinion). The
matters addressed by the applicant have been carefully considered
and use has been made of professional judgement and experience
in order to adopt this Opinion. It should be noted that when it
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comes to consider the ES, the SoS will take account of relevant
legislation and guidelines (as appropriate). The SoS will not be
precluded from requiring additional information if it is considered
necessary in connection with the ES submitted with that
application when considering the application for a development
consent order (DCO).

1.7

This Opinion should not be construed as implying that the SoS
agrees with the information or comments provided by the
applicant in their request for an opinion from the SoS. In
particular, comments from the SoS in this Opinion are without
prejudice to any decision taken by the SoS (on submission of the
application) that any development identified by the applicant is
necessarily to be treated as part of a nationally significant
infrastructure project (NSIP), or development that does not
require development consent.

1.8

Regulation 8(3) of the EIA Regulations states that a request for a
scoping opinion must include:
(a) ‘a plan sufficient to identify the land;
(b) a brief description of the nature and purpose of the
development and of its possible effects on the environment;
and
(c)

such other information or representations as the person
making the request may wish to provide or make’.

(EIA Regulation 8 (3))

1.9

The SoS considers that this has been provided in the applicant’s
Scoping Report.

The Secretary of State’s Consultation
1.10

The SoS has a duty under Regulation 8(6) of the EIA Regulations
to consult widely before adopting a scoping opinion. A full list of
the consultation bodies is provided at Appendix 1. The list has
been compiled by the SoS under their duty to notify the consultees
in accordance with Regulation 9(1)(a). The applicant should note
that whilst the SoS’s list can inform their consultation, it should
not be relied upon for that purpose.

1.11

The list of respondents who replied within the statutory timeframe
and whose comments have been taken into account in the
preparation of this Opinion is provided at Appendix 2 along with
copies of their comments, to which the applicant should refer in
undertaking the EIA.

1.12

The ES submitted by the applicant should demonstrate
consideration of the points raised by the consultation bodies. It is
recommended that a table is provided in the ES summarising the
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scoping responses from the consultation bodies and how they are,
or are not, addressed in the ES.

1.13

Any consultation responses received after the statutory deadline
for receipt of comments will not be taken into account within this
Opinion. Late responses will be forwarded to the applicant and will
be made available on the Planning Inspectorate’s website. The
applicant should also give due consideration to those comments in
carrying out the EIA.

Structure of the Document
1.14

This Opinion is structured as follows:
Section 1

Introduction

Section 2

The proposed development

Section 3

EIA approach and topic areas

Section 4

Other information.

This Opinion is accompanied by the following Appendices:
Appendix 1 List of consultees
Appendix 2 Respondents to consultation and copies of replies
Appendix 3 Presentation of the environmental statement.
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2.0 THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
Introduction
2.1

The following is a summary of the information on the proposed
development and its site and surroundings prepared by the
applicant and included in their Scoping Report. The information
has not been verified and it has been assumed that the
information provided reflects the existing knowledge of the
proposed development and the potential receptors/resources.

The Applicant’s Information
Overview of the proposed development
2.2

2.3

The proposed Wrexham Energy Centre comprises a new combined
cycle gas turbine (CCGT) power station with a generating capacity
of up to 299 megawatts (MWe). The configuration of the power
station has not yet been finalised. The Scoping Report identifies
the minimum and maximum configurations under consideration.
The minimum configuration is:
•

1 gas turbine;

•

1 steam turbine with its own electrical generator; and

•

1 stack.

The maximum configuration is:
•

3 gas turbines;

•

1 steam turbine with its own electrical generator; and

•

2 stacks.

2.4

The choice of cooling system has yet to be finalised but the
Scoping Report states that it will be either an air cooled or hybrid
cooling system.

2.5

A gas pipeline will be required to connect the proposed energy
centre with the National Transmission System. A potential route
corridor has been identified in the Scoping Report; the exact
location of the gas pipeline connection has yet to be determined.

2.6

An electrical connection to the National Grid will also be required.
The Scoping Report states that the existing distribution network
could accommodate the energy centre connection through a series
of network reinforcement works including replacement of existing
overhead lines, installation of new underground cables and
replacement of conductors. These works will not form part of the
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Development Consent Order application. Instead, if the works do
not qualify as permitted development, consent will be sought from
the local planning authority.

2.7

In January 2013 the SoS adopted a screening opinion in relation to
a previous scoping request from Wrexham Power Limited.
Following revisions to the project the applicant has now made a
new scoping request. This Scoping Opinion is based on the new
project parameters contained in the March 2014 Scoping Report.

Description of the site and surrounding area
The Application Site

2.8

The application site (as illustrated in the Location Plan at Appendix
2 of the Scoping Report) is located approximately 3.5km to the
east of Wrexham.
The boundary includes land within the
Wrexham Industrial Estate (referred to as Kingmoor Park South in
the Scoping Report) where the energy centre would be located but
also comprises farmland to incorporate the gas connection
corridor.

2.9

The Kingmoor Park South site already has planning permission for
business, general industrial and storage and distribution uses.
Land adjacent to this site (referred to in the Scoping Report as the
Kingmoor Park North site) also has planning permission for
storage and distribution uses.

2.10

The Kingmoor Park South site lies within the eastern boundary of
the Wrexham Industrial Estate and is a mixture of brownfield and
greenfield land. The brownfield land includes an area formerly
occupied by a fibreglass factory. Several waterbodies are present
within the site. The rest of Kingmoor Park South site is farmland
with well-defined field boundaries including mature hedgerows and
trees. A tree belt along the northern site boundary contains trees
which are subject to a Tree Preservation Order (TPO).

2.11

The gas connection corridor extends 3km south of Kingmoor Park
South to the nearest National Transmission System connection
point. The Scoping Report states (see paragraphs 3.34-3.35) that
the exact location of the gas pipeline connection will be informed
by the outcome of technical and environmental studies and public
consultation.

The Surrounding Area

2.12

The land to the south and west of Kingmoor Park South is
occupied by industry, including the Kellogg’s factory and a large
logistics warehouse.

2.13

The closest settlements to the proposed energy centre are
Isycoed, approximately 900m to the east of the Kingmoor Park
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South site boundary, and Pentre Maelor housing estate which is
2km to the south west of the site. A number of dispersed
residential properties are located in vicinity of the site:
•

250m north east of the Ridley Wood Road

•

280m east along the B5130

•

30m north west on Bryn Lane

•

37m south east on B5130

2.14

A school is located on the B1530 approximately 420m south east
of the Kingmoor Park South site boundary.

2.15

The Kingmoor Park South site is underlain by a Principal bedrock
aquifer associated with the Kinnerton Sandstone of the Sherwood
Sandstone Group; a groundwater source protection zone lies
approximately 1km to the south.
A superficial Secondary A
aquifer is located 1km to the south of the power station site.

2.16

The River Dee runs to the east of the Kingmoor Park South site
and gas connection corridor. It is approximately 2.2km to the east
of the Kingmoor Park South site. The other principal watercourse
in the vicinity of the application is the River Clwyedog which is
approximately 1.3 km to the south of the Kingmoor Park South
site; the gas connection corridor crosses the River Clwyedog just
to the south of Wrexham Industrial Estate.

2.17

The River Dee is designated as a Site of Special Scientific Interest
(SSSI) and a Special Area of Conservation (SAC). The Constraints
Map in Appendix 2 of the Scoping Report also indicates that two
adopted local wildlife sites (LWS) are present to the north and
south of the gas connection corridor.
A European Protected
Species (great crested newt) has been recorded within the
Kingmoor Park South site and other legally protected species may
be present in the site or immediate vicinity.

2.18

There are two Scheduled Monuments and several Listed Buildings
within 4km of the Kingmoor Park South site (see Table 16 of the
Scoping Report).
The Scoping Report states that there are
numerous Grade II Listed Buildings within 1km of the gas route
connection corridor (see Table 17 of the Scoping Report).

Alternatives
2.19

Section 4 of the Scoping Report describes the strategic options for
the site that have been considered by the applicant and those that
will be investigated further prior to submission. These relate to
the following:
• Choice of electricity generating technology;
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• Choice of site location;
• The location of the power station within the Kingmoor Park
South site;
• The configuration/layout of the power station; and
• The location of gas and electricity connections.

Description of the proposed development
2.20

As stated above the final configuration of the energy centre is to
be confirmed; the Scoping Report states that the configuration will
be confirmed prior to submission of the DCO application. However
the Scoping Report also states that if it is not possible to achieve
this, the environmental statement will assess the realistic worst
case scenario.

2.21

Paragraph 3.10 of the Scoping Report identifies the maximum
dimensions for the key elements of the energy centre as being:
•

Turbine building 45m wide, 60m long, 20 to 25m high;

•

Heat recovery steam generator buildings 15m wide, 30m
long, 30 to 40m high;

•

Cooling system 50m square, 25 to 30m high; and

•

Chimney stacks 6m in diameter and up to 40 to 50m high
(assuming a 1 or 3 turbine/1 or 2 stack design).

2.22

The energy centre would also include a station control room,
offices, stores, water treatment plant, gas receiving station and a
switchyard. The approximate area covered could be between 3-4
hectares.

2.23

Three options are being considered for the cooling system to
condense the exhaust steam from the proposed steam turbine.
These are:
•

Once-through cooling – cooling water is abstracted
continuously from a water source such as a river, passed
through the steam condenser and discharged back to the
water source at a higher temperature via an outfall pipe.

•

Hybrid evaporative cooling – cooling water is abstracted
continuously from a water source as for once-through
cooling, but is cooled and re-circulated rather than being
continuously discharged.

•

Air-cooling.

7

Scoping Opinion for Wrexham Energy Centre

2.24

The Scoping Report states that initial studies indicate that air
cooling is the most appropriate solution for the energy centre and
that this will be confirmed with further study during the
development of the design (see paragraph 3.14 of the Scoping
Report).

2.25

An initial assessment of the potential for Combined Heat and
Power (CHP) has been undertaken (see paragraphs 3.37-3.40 of
the Scoping Report). The Scoping Report states that, for the
purposes of the EIA it is assumed that the energy centre will be
CHP ready. However it is thought unlikely that district wide
infrastructure outside the energy centre site itself would be
developed at the same time as the energy centre. The EIA will
therefore only focus on the effects of CHP on the energy centre
site and immediate surroundings.

2.26

The SoS notes that as the proposed energy centre will have a
generating capacity of under 300 MWe it is not required, under
National Policy Statement EN-1, to be Carbon Capture Ready.

Proposed access
2.27

Vehicular access will be from Bryn Lane at the Wrexham Industrial
Estate. Bryn Lane is connected, via the Wrexham Industrial Estate
Northern Access Road to the A534.

2.28

The Scoping Report states that the access arrangements for the
gas and electrical connections will be identified as part of further
technical study of the design and routeing. The applicant is
reminded that the ES must provide sufficient information to allow
the SoS to assess the environmental effects of the proposed
development,
including
any
consequential/cumulative
development such as the electrical connection.

Construction
Energy centre

2.29

The proposed development would have a construction programme
of approximately 3 to 4 years.
The site programme would
typically comprise preliminary works, civil works and erection,
commissioning and handover phases. The following indicative
timescale is provided in the Scoping Report:
• Preliminary works (approx. 6 months) including site clearance
and preparation of contractors’ areas, installation of site
infrastructure and early ecological mitigation measures;
• Piling and main foundation construction (approx. 12 months);
and
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• Erection of above ground structures (30-36 months depending
on the CCGT technology chosen). The Scoping Report appears
to state that the length of time required would be confirmed
prior to the submission of the DCO application but if this is not
the case a realistic worst-case scenario will be assessed.

2.30

The following activities and plant are likely to be required during
construction:
•

Excavation and earth moving, requiring earth shifting plant;

•

Excavation works requiring excavators and dump trucks;

•

New road construction within the site requiring bulldozers,
scrapers and pavers;

•

Erection of structural steel requiring cranes; and

•

Piled foundations, if necessary (either sheet or driven piles),
requiring piling rigs.

2.31

The Scoping Report states that the technical design of the energy
centre layout and the architectural design of the buildings will take
account of various environmental factors.
These include
minimising potential effects on ecological receptors on site, the
need for noise insulation within the main plant buildings and using
the layout, form and colour of buildings to address potential
landscape and visual effects.

2.32

As the plant will not be fully specified and designed until the DCO
has been applied for, the quantities of construction materials
required will be estimated for the purposes of the transport
assessment and assessing resource consumption.

2.33

The Scoping Report states that the area of land required for the
construction of the energy centre would be made entirely available
from within the energy centre site or on land surrounding it. It is
not clear whether this refers to land beyond the Kingmoor Park
South site. The applicant is reminded of the need to ensure that
all impacts associated with the construction of the project,
including any impacts associated with temporary laydown land,
must be assessed within the environmental impact assessment.

2.34

During the construction of the energy centre and the required grid
connections there is the potential for disruption to existing local
utilities such as water and electricity supplies. The Scoping Report
states that the location of utilities will be identified and an
assessment of potential effects undertaken.
Gas pipeline
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2.35

A potential route corridor for the gas pipeline is provided in the
Scoping Report but it should be noted that this does not include
the land that may be temporarily required for construction. The
Scoping Report states that all land required for the delivery of the
development proposals will be identified prior to undertaking the
full EIA.

2.36

The pipeline will be an underground pipeline with an offtake at
Talwrn. The depth and route of the pipeline will be determined by
topography, physical constraints such as roads, railways, water
courses and property as well as key environmental constraints.
The working width for construction will typically be 30-40m
although this may increase where there are physical constraints.

2.37

Directional drilling techniques are likely to be used to cross the
River Clywedog (the proposed route does not cross the River Dee).
Paragraph 3.53 of the Scoping Report states that there is good
access to the likely offtake site. .

2.38

The following activities and plant are likely to be required during
construction:
•

Excavation and backfill plant;

•

Pipeline installation plant;

•

Supply and installation of a cathodic protection system;

•

Welding and non-destructive testing;

•

Horizontal directional
waterways;

•

Reinstatement of land drainage and land at open cuts;

•

Import of sand or other backfill materials;

•

Construction of offtake and pressure reduction station;

•

Hydrostatic testing;

•

Commissioning; and

•

Telemetry
and
commissioning.

drilling

control

Operation and maintenance
Energy centre
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2.39

The operation and maintenance of the energy centre is not
described in the Scoping Report (e.g. hours of operation, number
of workers, frequency/type of maintenance works).
Gas pipeline

2.40

Paragraph 3.55 of the Scoping Report explains that operation and
maintenance will be in accordance with legal requirements and
published guidance. This will entail a combination of visual and
internal inspection together with cathodic protection monitoring.

Decommissioning
2.41

A CCGT power station typically has a design life of 35 years.
Elements of the plant and its gas and electricity grid connection
may need to be replaced as part of ongoing maintenance and this
can also serve to extend the lifetime of the plant. At the end of its
life, the energy centre will be decommissioned with all structures
on the site demolished and the slab foundations removed to a
depth of 2metres.

2.42

The Environmental Permit will require the condition of the power
station land to be of no worse quality than at the commencement
of operations, meaning it would be suitable for a future
commercial/industrial land use.

The Secretary of State’s Comments
Description of the application site and surrounding area
2.43

In addition to detailed baseline information to be provided within
topic specific chapters of the ES, the SoS would expect the ES to
include a section that summarises the site and surroundings. This
would identify the context of the proposed development, any
relevant designations and sensitive receptors. This section should
identify land that could be directly or indirectly affected by the
proposed development and any associated auxiliary facilities,
landscaping areas and potential off site mitigation or compensation
schemes.

Description of the proposed development
2.44

The applicant should ensure that the description of the proposed
development that is being applied for is as accurate and firm as
possible as this will form the basis of the environmental impact
assessment. It is understood that at this stage in the evolution of
the scheme the description of the proposals and even the location
of the site may not be confirmed. The applicant should be aware
however, that the description of the development in the ES must
be sufficiently certain to meet the requirements of paragraph 17 of
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Schedule 4 Part 1 of the EIA Regulations and there should
therefore be more certainty by the time the ES is submitted with
the DCO. The project description must be accurate and consistent
with what is being applied for in the DCO.

2.45

If a draft DCO is to be submitted, the applicant should clearly
define what elements of the proposed development are integral to
the NSIP under the Planning Act 2008 (PA 2008).

2.46

In Wales associated development is limited to surface works,
boreholes or pipes associated with underground gas storage by a
gas transporter in natural porous strata. Therefore, associated
development is unlikely to feature in this application, however, the
SoS considers that works required for delivery of the NSIP but to
be obtained through alternative consent regimes (whether on or
off-site) should also be considered as part of an integrated
approach to environmental assessment.

2.47

The SoS recommends that the ES should include a clear
description of all aspects of the proposed development, at the
construction, operation and decommissioning stages, and include:
•

Land use requirements, including the area required for the
construction of the gas connection;

•

Site preparation;

•

Construction processes and methods;

•

Transport routes for construction vehicles and any necessary
works to roads to accommodate these (e.g. in respect of
abnormal loads);

•

Operational requirements including the main characteristics
of the production process and the nature and quantity of
materials used, as well as waste arisings and their disposal

•

Maintenance activities including any potential environmental
impacts; and

•

Emissions- water, air and soil pollution, noise, vibration, light,
heat, radiation.

2.48

It would also be helpful if the applicant provided a glossary of
technical terms to assist the reader.

2.49

The environmental effects of all wastes to be processed and
removed from the site should be addressed. The ES will need to
identify and describe the control processes and mitigation
procedures for storing and transporting waste off site. All waste
types should be quantified and classified.

2.50

The SoS notes that the applicant intends to enter into early
discussions with Natural Resources Wales (NRW) regarding the
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choice of technology for the site (paragraph 3.12 of the Scoping
Report). The applicant is strongly encouraged to consult NRW at
an early stage. This means that NRW is likely to be better able to
indicate whether the Permit would be granted before the
Examination closes (should the application be accepted).
Accordingly this has implications for whether works permitted by
the DCO are able to satisfy any permitting requirements. This is
important as there is a risk for example that permitting
requirements could conflict with the works authorised by the DCO
(e.g. a stack of greater height that that authorised by the DCO
could be required) and render the DCO impossible to implement.

Alternatives
2.51

The ES requires that the applicant provide ‘An outline of the main
alternatives studied by the applicant and an indication of the main
reasons for the applicant’s choice, taking into account the
environmental effects’ (See Appendix 3).

2.52

The SoS welcomes the statement in the Scoping Report that a
detailed assessment of the site selection process will be
undertaken as part of the EIA process and summarised in the ES
(see paragraph 4.17 of the Scoping Report).

2.53

The applicant’s attention is also drawn to the comments from
Isycoed Community Council (see Appendix 2) on the need to
consider alternative sites for the energy centre.

Flexibility
2.54

The SoS notes the comments in Section 3 of the Scoping Report
that the detailed design of the project is ongoing such that certain
elements of the project (e.g. the final configuration of the energy
centre layout and the gas pipeline route). The SoS welcomes the
statements in the Scoping Report that proposals are to be firmed
up during the pre-application stage. The description within the ES
should be as accurate and firm as possible so that its
environmental impact can be more accurately assessed.

2.55

The applicant should make every attempt to narrow the range of
options and explain clearly in the ES which elements of the
scheme have yet to be finalised and provide the reasons. At the
time of application, any proposed scheme parameters should not
be so wide ranging as to represent effectively different schemes.
The scheme parameters will need to be clearly defined in the draft
DCO and therefore in the accompanying ES. It is a matter for the
applicant, in preparing an ES, to consider whether it is possible to
robustly assess a range of impacts resulting from a large number
of undecided parameters. The description of the proposed
development in the ES must not be so wide that it is insufficiently
certain to comply with requirements of paragraph 17 of Schedule 4
Part 1 of the EIA Regulations.
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2.56

The Scoping Report states in a number of places that if scheme
details have not been finalised by the time of the application
environmental impacts will be assessed on the basis of a realistic
worst case scenario. The SoS acknowledges that the ‘realistic
worst case’ approach is a useful method to explain how the likely
built proposals may be less intrusive than the worst case as
permitted by the DCO. However, the SoS considers it essential to
ensure that the EIA is undertaken in such a way as to ensure that
the worst case as permitted by the DCO has been assessed.
Therefore, the ‘realistic worst case’ assessment should be provided
in addition to the assessment of ‘worst case’ as permitted by the
DCO. Overall the SoS is of the view that that the preferred
approach is for applicants to refine their proposals as part of the
EIA process so as to reduce the extent of the Rochdale Envelope
and limit uncertainty in the assessment of effects.

2.57

It should be noted that if the proposed development changes
substantially during the EIA process, prior to application
submission, the applicant may wish to consider the need to
request a new scoping opinion.

Electricity/gas connection
2.58

The connection of the proposed energy centre into the relevant
electricity and gas networks is an important consideration. The
SoS notes that in the absence of a detailed gas pipeline route an
indicative route corridor has been identified in the Scoping Report
but that this does not include land necessary for access. The SoS
welcomes the statement in the Scoping Report that all land
required for the delivery of the development proposals will be
identified prior to undertaking the full EIA.

2.59

The ES should clearly identify the different options that have been
considered for the gas pipeline route and connection points and
assess the impacts associated with these different options.

2.60

The SoS notes that the electrical connection to the National Grid
will not form part of the DCO application; if consent is required for
the relevant works then this will sought from the local planning
authority. The SoS welcomes and agrees with the statement in
the Scoping Report that the electrical connection will be included
in the cumulative impact assessment for the project.

Construction
2.61

The SoS considers that information on construction including:
phasing of programme; construction methods and activities
associated with each phase; siting of construction compounds
(including on and off site); lighting equipment/requirements; and
number, movements and parking of construction vehicles (both
HGVs and staff) should be clearly indicated in the ES.
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Operation and maintenance
2.62

Information on the operation and maintenance of the proposed
development should be included in the ES and should cover but
not be limited to such matters as: the number of full/part-time
jobs; the operational hours and if appropriate, shift patterns; the
number and types of vehicle movements generated during the
operational stage.

Decommissioning
2.63

The Scoping Report (paragraph 3.58) states that the design life of
a CCGT power station is typically 35 years.
In terms of
decommissioning, the SoS acknowledges that the further into the
future any assessment is made, the less reliance may be placed on
the outcome. However, the purpose of such a long term
assessment is to enable the decommissioning of the works to be
taken into account in the design and use of materials such that
structures can be taken down with the minimum of disruption. The
process and methods of decommissioning should be considered
and options presented in the ES. The SoS encourages
consideration of such matters in the ES.
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3.0 EIA APPROACH AND TOPIC AREAS
Introduction
3.1

This section contains the SoS’s specific comments on the approach
to the ES and topic areas as set out in the Scoping Report. General
advice on the presentation of an ES is provided at Appendix 3 of
this Opinion and should be read in conjunction with this Section.

3.2

Applicants are advised that the scope of the DCO application
should be clearly addressed and assessed consistently within the
ES.

Environmental Statement (ES) - approach
3.3

The information provided in the Scoping Report sets out the
proposed approach to the preparation of the ES. Whilst early
engagement on the scope of the ES is to be welcomed, the SoS
notes that the level of information provided at this stage is not
always sufficient to allow for detailed comments from either the
SoS or the consultees.

3.4

The SoS confirms the importance of ensuring that appropriate
consultation is undertaken with the relevant consultees in order to
agree wherever possible the timing and relevance of survey work
as well as the methodologies to be used. The SoS notes and
welcomes the intention to finalise the scope of investigations in
conjunction with ongoing stakeholder liaison and consultation with
the relevant regulatory authorities and their advisors.

3.5

The SoS recommends that the physical scope of the study areas
should be identified under each environmental topic area and
should be sufficiently robust in order to undertake the assessment.
The extent of the study areas should be on the basis of recognised
professional guidance, whenever such guidance is available. The
study areas should also be agreed with the relevant consultees
and, where this is not possible, this should be stated clearly in the
ES and a reasoned justification given. The scope should also cover
the breadth of the topic area and the temporal scope and these
aspects should be described and justified.

Matters to be scoped out
3.6

It is noted from paragraph 5.1 of the Scoping Report that the
applicant is not seeking to scope any matters out of the ES.

3.7

Matters are not scoped out unless specifically addressed and
justified by the applicant, and confirmed as being scoped out by
the SoS.

16

Scoping Opinion for Wrexham Energy Centre

3.8

In order to demonstrate that topics have not simply been
overlooked, where topics are scoped out prior to submission of the
DCO application, the ES should still explain the reasoning and
justify the approach taken.

National Policy Statements (NPSs)
3.9

Sector specific NPSs are produced by the relevant Government
Departments and set out national policy for nationally significant
infrastructure projects (NSIPs). They provide the framework within
which the Examining Authority will make their recommendations to
the Secretary of State and include the Government’s objectives for
the development of NSIPs.

3.10

The relevant NPSs (EN-1, EN-2, EN-4 and EN-5) for the proposed
development set out both the generic and technology-specific
impacts that should be considered in the EIA for the proposed
development. When undertaking the EIA, the applicant must have
regard to both the generic and technology-specific impacts and
identify how these impacts have been assessed in the ES.

Environmental Statement - Structure
3.11

Paragraphs 5.6 to 5.9 of the Scoping Report sets out the proposed
structure of the ES.

3.12

The SoS notes that from the ES Contents sheet (Scoping Report
paragraph 5.8) that the EIA would cover a number of assessments
under the broad headings of:
•

Transport and traffic;

•

Air quality;

•

Noise and vibration;

•

Ecology;

•

Landscape and visual effects;

•

Cultural heritage;

•

Socio-economic effects;

•

Land use and agriculture;

•

Health, safety and security;

•

The water environment;

•

Ground conditions;

•

Waste; and

•

Conclusions.
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3.13

The SoS notes that the ES will also include a chapter on the
proposed development. This chapter should include a description
of the proposed construction programme and methods.

3.14

The SoS notes from paragraph 5.9 of the Scoping Report that the
chapters dealing within individual topics will follow a standard
format under the main headings listed below:

3.15

•

Introduction

•

Assessment methodology

•

Baseline information

•

Potential effects

•

Mitigation measures

•

Residual likely significant effects

•

Cumulative effects

•

Conclusion

The SoS welcomes the statement that the cumulative impacts
assessment will also refer to the proposed electrical connection
where appropriate.
Inter-related impacts should also be
addressed within the ES to comply with the requirements of
Schedule 4, Part 1 of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009.

Topic Areas
Air Quality (see Scoping Report paragraphs 6.5-6.83)
3.16

The SoS notes the information on the definition of the study areas
for the various emissions associated with the construction and
operation phases of the project.
It is not clear from the
information in the Scoping Report how the study area for dust
impacts will be determined. Paragraph 6.9 of the Scoping Report
refers to the nearest sensitive receptors within 500m of the power
station site boundary and 500m either side of the gas connection
corridor. However paragraph 6.46 refers to effects being likely to
occur within 100m of working areas. The ES must clearly define
and justify the extent of the study areas used for the air quality
assessments. Air quality and dust levels should be considered not
only on site but also off site, including along access roads, local
footpaths and other PRoW.

3.17

The SoS advises that the pollutants to be considered in the
assessment, the extent of the study area, the baseline data and
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the methodology for modelling effects on air quality should be
agreed with Wrexham County Borough Council’s environmental
health officers and Natural Resources Wales (NRW).
The
applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments from NRW,
Wrexham County Borough Council (WCBC), Isycoed Community
Council and Public Health England in Appendix 2 of this report.

3.18

The Scoping Report states that a detailed schedule of works and
construction programme is not available. The SoS advises that
this must be clearly explained in the ES including any assumptions
that have been made when conducting the assessment of air
quality impacts during construction. The rationale behind these
assumptions must be clearly explained and justified.

3.19

The inter-relationship between the traffic and transport
assessment and the air quality assessments should be clearly
explained in the ES.

3.20

The SoS notes that the mitigation for dust effects from
construction will be set out in a Construction and Environment
Management Plan (CEMP). The SoS expects that at least an
outline/draft CEMP should be provided as an appendix to the ES; it
should be clear which mitigation measures will be delivered by
implementation of the CEMP. In addition the applicant should
consider including appropriate requirements within the DCO to
ensure that the measures relied upon for the assessment are
secured.

3.21

The SoS notes that detailed dispersion modelling will be
undertaken using the AERMOD model. The implications of stack
height and dispersion of emissions need to be clearly explained.
The SoS recommends that dispersion modelling considers a range
of possibilities and seeks to ensure that the ‘worst case’ scenario is
assessed, for example the ‘worst case’ may occur as a short term
impact. The intention to use a realistic ‘worst case scenario’ in
terms of the power station is noted; the applicant should refer to
SoS comments in section two of this opinion regarding the
approach to the assessment of worst case.

3.22

The SoS agrees that it will be necessary to consider statutory and
non-statutory wildlife sites within the likely zone of influence,
based on Environment Agency (EA) guidance. The applicant’s
attention is also drawn to comments from NRW and WCBC in
Appendix 2.

3.23

The applicant is reminded that paragraph 4.10.7 of NPS EN-1
advises that before a DCO is granted the SoS must be satisfied
that:
• The relevant pollution control authority is satisfied that
potential releases can be adequately regulated under the
pollution control framework; and
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• The effects of existing sources of pollution in and around the
site are not such that the cumulative effects of pollution when
the proposed development is added, would make that
development unacceptable, particularly in relation to
environmental quality limits.

3.24

The applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments from NRW in
Appendix 2, encouraging the applicant to begin discussions with
them as soon as possible in relation to the grant of an
environmental permit.

Ground Conditions (see Scoping Report Paragraphs 6.84 – 6.141)
3.25

The Scoping Report summarises the baseline conditions within
500m of the site boundary but then states that the presence of
receptors that could be affected will be considered within a 2km
study area. It is not clear however why these distances have been
chosen. The ES should clearly explain and justify the extent of the
area considered in the environmental impact assessment.

3.26

The SoS notes that the focus of the proposed assessment relates
to the contamination risks associated with the project. There is
limited reference to any assessment proposed to describe the like
physical effects of the development, such as changes in
topography, erosion/compaction of the soil, or the stability of the
land. The baseline geological conditions of the site are described
from Paragraph 6.104, however this relies on the British
Geological Survey and no site specific surveys are proposed. Such
information would be helpful to understand whether the scope of
the assessment is adequate to identify the main effects of the
development. This issue applies particularly (although not
exclusively) to those areas of the site (including the gas/electricity
connection corridors) that have not previously been developed.

3.27

The response from WCBC notes that the proposed approach for
assessing land contamination issues is acceptable. The SoS
welcomes the applicant’s intention to agree the scope of the site
investigations and subsequent risk assessment with NRW and
WCBC regarding the assessment methodology for all potential
impacts on ground conditions.

3.28

The applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments from the Coal
Authority (Appendix 2). This explains that, whilst part of the
proposed development falls within the defined coalfield, as it is
located outside both the Development High Risk Area and any area
of surface coal resources, detailed consideration of either the
potential impact of coal mining legacy or the sterilisation of coal
resources is not required.

3.29

Attention is also drawn to the comments from NRW regarding the
proposed assessment of groundwater vulnerability.
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3.30

In the light of the works proposed, cross reference should also be
made to the section in the ES on the water environment.

The Water Environment (see Scoping Report Paragraphs 6.142 –
6.175)
3.31

The Scoping Report explains that a 2km study area for the
assessment is proposed. There is no explanation to validate the
appropriateness of this study area. The SoS considers that the ES
should provide a clear justification for the choice of study area and
any assumptions made.

3.32

The SoS notes the proposed approach to the assessment in
Paragraphs 6.159 – 6.169. The detailed methodology is yet to be
defined; however, the SoS welcomes the references within the
scoping opinion to published policy guidance used to inform the
approach. The SoS encourages the applicant to discuss and agree
the methodology with relevant consultees and to this end attention
is drawn to the comments provided by NRW, the EA and Dee
Valley Water plc.

3.33

The SoS notes that the cooling system for the power station has
not yet been confirmed (although Paragraph 3.14 of the Scoping
Report states that the air-cooled option is preferred). Should
abstraction from or discharge to local water bodies be required
then full consideration should be given to the potential effects
(including scour, increase temperature and the introduction of
biocide). This applies to all phases of the development including
the construction, testing and operational phase.

3.34

Particular consideration should be given to the availability of water
and the requirements of the Water Framework Directive. National
Policy Statement EN-1 requires the SoS to have regard for the
implications of projects for River Basin Management Plans and to
consider whether the proposal complies with the Water Framework
Directive and its daughter directives. The SoS is also required to
consider the interactions of the proposal with any relevant Water
Resources Management Plans. The ES should provide sufficient
evidence to allow the SoS to meet these requirements. The SoS
recommends that the applicant seeks advice from NRW.

3.35

The inter-relationship between impacts on the water environment
and related environmental effects (e.g. ecology) should also be
considered, with cross references to relevant parts of the ES
provided where appropriate. The applicant’s attention is drawn to
the comments from NRW on the limits on abstraction from the
River Dee upstream of Chester Weir (see Appendix 2).

3.36

The SoS welcomes the provision of a Flood Risk Assessment (FRA)
and the commitment to prepare up to a Level 3 FRA, if required.
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The FRA should be included as an appendix to the ES. It should be
developed in consultation with NRW and WCBC. The ES should
clearly state how flood risk to or from different elements of the
project have been evaluated.

3.37

The applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments from NRW and
WCBC in Appendix 2 of this report in relation to the assessment
and mitigation of flood risk.

3.38

The SoS recommends consultation with both NRW and the
relevant statutory undertaker(s) to establish whether the public
sewer network is capable of taking the additional discharge
referred to in paragraph 6.175 of the Scoping Report.

3.39

The SoS welcomes the applicant’s intention to address mitigation if
potential adverse effects are identified in the assessment. Where
mitigation measures are relied upon to validate the conclusions of
the assessment the ES should provide explanation of how delivery
is secured through the DCO. If mitigation is to be delivered via a
CEMP or similar, then this should be provided as an appendix to
the ES along with a clear explanation of how the mitigation
measures will be delivered by the CEMP. Cross reference to
applicable DCO requirements should also be included as
necessary. The need for on-going monitoring should be addressed
and agreed with the relevant authorities to ensure that any
mitigation measures are effective.

Ecology (see Scoping Report Paragraphs 6.176-6.260)
3.40

It is noted that the assessment of ecological impacts will use the
approach advocated by the Institute of Ecology and Environmental
Management (IEEM). The SoS recommends that, in line with this
guidance, the study area should be based on the ecological zone of
influence of the project and agreed with NRW and WCBC.

3.41

The SoS welcomes the statement in the Scoping Report that the
scope, extent and timing of surveys for protected species in the
gas connection corridor will be agreed with NRW. It would be
helpful if copies of any communication with NRW were included in
an annex to the ES. The applicant’s attention is drawn to the
comments from NRW on the likely presence of otter on the River
Clywedog around the gas pipeline crossing.

3.42

The potential impact on international and nationally designated
sites must be addressed.
The applicant’s attention is drawn to
the comments from NRW in relation to the assessment of effects
on the River Dee and Bala Lake Special Area of Conservation
(SAC). The EA has also raised concerns about possible effects on
the Midlands Mere’s and Mosses Phase 2 Ramsar site and Fenn’s,
Whixall, Bettisfield Wem and Cadney Mosses’ Special Area of
Conservation, notwithstanding the fact that these sites are located
more than 10km from the proposed energy centre. The SoS notes
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the intention to undertake a screening assessment on the potential
effects on European sites to assist the SoS in deciding whether an
appropriate assessment is required. The applicant is reminded
that they must also supply sufficient evidence for the SoS to
undertake an appropriate assessment should one be required (see
Section 4 of this Opinion).

3.43

The SoS recommends that the proposals should address fully the
needs of protecting and enhancing biodiversity. The assessment
should cover habitats, species and processes with the sites and
surroundings. The SoS draws attention in particular, but not
exclusively, to the effects on great crested newt, otter, lesser
silver water beetle, dingy skipper and grizzled skipper and UK
Biodiversity Action Plan priority habitats. The applicant’s attention
is drawn to the comments from NRW and WCBC in Appendix 2,
particularly in relation to the cumulative effects on the great
crested newt population from this project and other developments
in the vicinity.

3.44

The operational and decommissioning phases of the works should
be addressed.
The SoS recommends the need to consider
cumulative and combined impacts and advises this is particularly
relevant in terms of assessing the impacts on ecology.

Landscape and Visual (see Scoping Report Paragraphs 6.2616.310)
3.45

The SoS notes the intention to use methodology based on the
‘Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment’, to
undertake landscape character and visual impact assessment and
to assess the effects of the development for both the construction
and operational phases. The applicant’s attention is drawn to the
comments from NRW and WCBC in Appendix 2. The ES should
define the baseline conditions, including all relevant statutory or
non-statutory landscape designations.

3.46

The ES should also state which visual receptors have been chosen,
the reason for this choice and the zone of visual influence for the
proposed development. The methodology used, and any
assumptions underlying the conclusions should be agreed with
stakeholders and clearly stated. Having had regard to the size and
height of the proposed development the SoS considers that the
landscape and visual impact assessment should include
photomontages of the proposed development. The viewpoints for
photomontages should be agreed with stakeholders including
WCBC and NRW. The SoS welcomes the intention to agree
viewpoints with WCBC but draws the applicant’s attention to
WCBC’s comments in Appendix 2 of the Scoping Opinion adopted
by the SoS in 2013 (WCBC have stated in their response for this
Scoping Opinion that their comments are in addition to the
comments originally provided in 2012).
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3.47

The SoS advises that the visual effects considered should also
include those generated by the project at night from lighting, for
both the construction and operational phases.

3.48

The Scoping Report states that a separate arboriculture report will
be included as an appendix to the ES. The applicant’s attention is
drawn to the comments from NRW and WCBC on the need to
assess the effects on trees and woodlands in Appendix 2.

3.49

The proposals will be for large structures. The SoS requests that
careful consideration should be given to the form, siting, and use
of materials and colours in terms of minimising the adverse visual
impact of these structures.

3.50

The Scoping Report states that the cumulative effects assessment
will, where appropriate consider the energy centre’s electrical
connection. The SoS advises that landscape and visual effects are
one of the areas where the cumulative effects of the project with
the electrical connection should be considered.
Other
developments in the vicinity may also contribute to cumulative
effects. The applicant should seek advice from WCBC on which
developments should be taken into account.

Noise and Vibration (see Scoping Report Paragraphs 6.3116.370)
3.51

The SoS recommends that the methodology and choice of noise
receptors should be agreed with the relevant Environmental Health
Department of WCBC and with NRW.
The sensitive receptors
should be identified in the ES along with a clear justification for
the choice of those receptors.

3.52

The ES should consider the effects during both day and night for
the construction and operational phases of the proposed
development.
It should state how noise generated by each
element of the proposed development has been evaluated. Any
assumptions underlying the evaluation of potential impacts should
be stated. The SoS notes the use of BS 4142 in evaluating the
significance of operational impacts; the applicant should also
consider evaluating the impact of noise on non-human receptors
such as legally protected species.

3.53

Information should be provided on the types of vehicles and plant
to be used during the construction phase. Operational, noise
should also be identified and assessed. Where appropriate,
effective measures should be provided to mitigate any noise
nuisance.

3.54

Noise impacts on people should be specifically addressed,
including any noise disturbance at night and other unsocial hours
such as weekends and public holidays. The SoS requires the ES to
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include a visual representation of the outcome of the noise
assessment using appropriate noise contour maps.

3.55

The noise and vibration assessment should take account of traffic
movements along access routes, especially during the construction
phase. The results from the noise and vibration assessments will
also provide information to inform the ecological assessments.
The Scoping Report states that vibration effects would not be
expected at distances beyond around 75m for either construction
or operation of the energy centre. It is not clear what evidence
this statement is based on; the ES should clearly explain over
what distance vibration impacts are likely to occur and any
assumptions made.

3.56

Consideration should be given to monitoring noise complaints
during construction and when the development is operational.

3.57

The inter-relationship between noise and the transport and traffic
chapter of the ES should be clearly explained and crossreferenced.

Transport and traffic (see Scoping Report Paragraphs 6.349 –
6.370)
3.58

The SoS welcomes the intention to develop a detailed Transport
Assessment in association with the highways authorities, including
the North and Mid Wales Trunk Road Agency. The SoS would
expect on-going discussions and agreement, where possible, with
such bodies. The applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments
from Cheshire West and Chester Council in Appendix 2.

3.59

The SoS recommends that the ES should take account of the
location of footpaths and any PRoW including bridleways and
byways. The ES should clearly set out impacts on them including
within the wider area. It is important to minimise hindrance to
them where possible. The applicant’s attention is drawn to the
comments from WCBC in Appendix 2.

3.60

The ES should also take account of any potential impacts on the
rail network; the applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments
from Network Rail in Appendix 2.

3.61

It is noted that a number of effects associated with transport such
as alteration in air quality or noise or vibration, will be covered
elsewhere in the ES. The inter-relationship between these chapters
and the transport chapter must be clearly explained.

3.62

The SoS welcomes the proposed mitigation measures under
consideration. The ES should describe any mitigation measures
necessary to deal with adverse impacts and identify any residual
effects. The ES should also make it clear how mitigation measures
will be secured and delivered.
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Socio-economics (see Scoping Report Paragraphs 6.371-6.391)
3.63

The SoS recommends that the types of jobs generated should be
considered in the context of the available workforce in the area,
this applies equally to the construction and operational stages.

3.64

The SoS recommends that the assessment criteria should be
geographically specific and consider potentially significant local
and regional impacts. The applicant’s attention is drawn to the
comments made by WCBC in 2012 in Appendix 2 of the previous
Scoping Opinion for this project (WCBC have stated in their
response for this Scoping Opinion that their comments are in
addition to the comments originally provided in 2012).

3.65

The applicant’s attention is also drawn to the comments from
Marchwiel Community Council and Erbistock and Eyton Community
Council.

Cultural heritage (see Scoping Report Paragraphs 6.392-6.423)
3.66

The methodology used for the assessments, and any assumptions
underlying the evaluation should be clearly stated in the ES. The
applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments from Cadw on the
need to consult the Historic Environment Record and Cadw as well
as the English Heritage (EH) and MAGIC websites.

3.67

The Scoping Report identifies potential effects on previously
unknown archaeological remains and on the setting of historic
features. The SoS advises that the study areas selected for
archaeological remains and the setting of historic features should
be broad enough to pick up the likely effects. The applicant’s
attention is drawn to the comments from EH in Appendix 2 on the
study area.

3.68

The relationship between the Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment and the assessment of effects on the setting of
historic features should be clearly explained in the ES. The
applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments from EH, Cadw and
WCBC in Appendix 2.

3.69

The SoS welcomes the Applicant’s intention to consult with Cadw
and WCBC. They may also wish to consult with EH and the
relevant English local authorities to ensure that any potential
cross-border impacts are adequately covered in the ES.

3.70

The Scoping Report states that the cumulative effects assessment
will, where appropriate consider the energy centre’s electrical
connection. The SoS advises that the effect on the setting of
historic features is one of the areas where the cumulative effects
of the project with the electrical connection should be considered.
Other developments in the vicinity may also contribute to
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cumulative effects. The applicant should seek advice from WCBC
on which developments should be taken into account.

Health, safety and security (see Scoping report paragraphs
6.424-6.436)
3.71

The SoS welcomes the proposed dedicated ES chapter to describe
the potential effects of the project on health, safety and security.

3.72

In preparing the assessment the applicant should have regard to
the responses received from the relevant consultees regarding
health. In particular this includes the comments from the Health
and Safety Executive and Public Health England in relation to
electrical safety issues (see Appendix 2). National Grid have also
raised health and safety issues in respect of gas infrastructure
(including a high pressure gas transmission pipeline within or in
close proximity to the site). See also Section 4 of this opinion

Waste (see Scoping Report Paragraphs 6.437 – 6.456)
3.73

The SoS encourages the applicant to discuss their proposed
approach with NRW and WCBC to establish an appropriate
methodology and evaluation criteria.

3.74

The proposed development will result in the production of a range
of different types of waste throughout the construction, operation
and decommissioning phases of the project. The SoS considers it
essential to take account of materials to be removed from the site
and to identify where potential traffic movements would be routed.
The SoS welcomes the intention to prepare a Site Waste
Management Plan and considers that this can be used to support
the assessment process.

3.75

The SoS advises that the ES should clarify the types of all wastes
to be processed and that the effect of the proposal, in terms of
waste, should be included in the ES.

3.76

It is noted that some of the effects linked to waste such as
impacts on air and water quality will be covered in other chapters
of the ES. The inter-relationship between the chapter on waste
and these other chapters should be clearly explained in the ES.
This includes the potential transport effects resulting from the
handling of the waste materials through all phases of
development.

Agriculture (see Scoping Report Paragraphs 6.457-6.483)
3.77

The SoS notes the approach to the assessment of impacts on
agricultural land outlined in the Scoping Report. The existing
baseline should be informed by a comprehensive and up-to date
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data set. The SoS recommends that the methodology should be
clearly stated in the ES.

3.78

The Scoping Report states that a detailed soil survey will not be
undertaken as most of the study area soils belong to the Salop
association and it is assumed that these heavy, wet soils cannot
be better than Grade 3b and therefore is unlikely to qualify as best
and most versatile agricultural land. The applicant is reminded
that the ES must provide sufficient information to allow the SoS to
assess the environmental effects of the proposed development,
including any consequential/cumulative development such as the
electrical connection.

Aviation issues
3.79

The potential height of structures associated with the power
station means that several bodies may need to be consulted
including local aerodromes and any local emergency air support
units. The SoS recommends that the applicant considers the
various issues raised by the Civil Aviation Authority in their
comments in Appendix 2 and takes steps to address the issues in
their ES.
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4.0 OTHER INFORMATION
4.1

This section does not form part of the SoS’s Opinion as to the
information to be provided in the environmental statement.
However, it does respond to other issues that the SoS has
identified which may help to inform the preparation of the
application for the DCO.

Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA)
4.2

The SoS notes that two European sites are located in the vicinity
of the proposed development namelythe River Dee and Bala Laka
Special Area of Conservation (SAC). It is the applicant’s
responsibility to provide sufficient information to the Competent
Authority (CA) to enable them to carry out a HRA if required. The
applicant should note that the CA is the SoS.

4.3

The applicant’s attention is drawn to The Infrastructure Planning
(Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009
(as amended) (The APFP Regulations) and the need to include
information identifying European sites to which the Habitats
Regulations applies or any Ramsar site or potential SPA which may
be affected by a proposal. The submitted information should be
sufficient for the competent authority to make an appropriate
assessment (AA) of the implications for the site if required by
Regulation 61(1) of the Habitats Regulations.

4.4

The report to be submitted under Regulation 5(2)(g) of the APFP
Regulations with the application must deal with two issues: the
first is to enable a formal assessment by the CA of whether there
is a likely significant effect; and the second, should it be required,
is to enable the carrying out of an AA by the CA.

4.5

When considering aspects of the environment likely to be affected
by the proposed development; including flora, fauna, soil, water,
air and the inter-relationship between these, consideration should
be given to the designated sites in the vicinity of the proposed
development.

Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs)
4.6

The Secretary of State notes that a SSSI is located close to or
within the proposed development. Where there may be potential
impacts on the SSSIs, the SoS has duties under sections 28(G)
and 28(I) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as amended)
(the W&C Act). These are set out below for information.

4.7

Under s28(G), the SoS has a general duty ‘… to take reasonable
steps, consistent with the proper exercise of the authority’s
functions, to further the conservation and enhancement of the
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flora, fauna or geological or physiographical features by reason of
which the site is of special scientific interest’.

4.8

Under s28(I), the SoS must notify the relevant nature
conservation body (NCB), NRW in this case, before authorising the
carrying out of operations likely to damage the special interest
features of a SSSI. Under these circumstances 28 days must
elapse before deciding whether to grant consent, and the SoS
must take account of any advice received from the NCB, including
advice on attaching conditions to the consent. The NCB will be
notified during the examination period.

4.9

If applicants consider it likely that notification may be necessary
under s28(I), they are advised to resolve any issues with the NCB
before the DCO application is submitted to the SoS. If, following
assessment by applicants, it is considered that operations affecting
the SSSI will not lead to damage of the special interest features,
applicants should make this clear in the ES. The application
documents submitted in accordance with Regulation 5(2)(l) could
also provide this information. Applicants should seek to agree with
the NCB the DCO requirements which will provide protection for
the SSSI before the DCO application is submitted.

European Protected Species (EPS)
4.10

Applicants should be aware that the decision maker under the
Planning Act 2008 (PA 2008) has, as the CA, a duty to engage
with the Habitats Directive. Where a potential risk to an EPS is
identified, and before making a decision to grant development
consent, the CA must, amongst other things, address the
derogation tests 2 in Regulation 53 of the Habitats Regulations.
Therefore the applicant may wish to provide information which will
assist the decision maker to meet this duty.

4.11

If an applicant has concluded that an EPS licence is required the
ExA will need to understand whether there is any impediment to
the licence being granted. The decision to apply for a licence or
not will rest with the applicant as the person responsible for
commissioning the proposed activity by taking into account the
advice of their consultant ecologist.

4.12

Applicants are encouraged to consult with NRW and, where
required, to agree appropriate requirements to secure necessary
mitigation. It would assist the examination if applicants could
provide, with the application documents, confirmation from NRW
whether any issues have been identified which would prevent the
EPS licence being granted.

2

Key case law re need to consider Article 16 of the Habitats Directive: Woolley vs
East Cheshire County Council 2009 and Morge v Hampshire County Council 2010.
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4.13

Generally, NRW are unable to grant an EPS licence in respect of
any development until all the necessary consents required have
been secured in order to proceed. For NSIPs, NRW will assess a
draft licence application in order to ensure that all the relevant
issues have been addressed. Within 30 working days of receipt,
NRW will either issue ‘a letter of no impediment’ stating that it is
satisfied, insofar as it can make a judgement, that the proposals
presented comply with the regulations or will issue a letter
outlining why NRW consider the proposals do not meet licensing
requirements and what further information is required before a
‘letter of no impediment’ can be issued.
The applicant is
responsible for ensure draft licence applications are satisfactory for
the purposes of informing formal pre-application assessment by
NRW.

4.14

Ecological conditions on the site may change over time. It will be
the applicant’s responsibility to ensure information is satisfactory
for the purposes of informing the assessment of no detriment to
the maintenance of favourable conservation status (FCS) of the
population of EPS affected by the proposals 3. Applicants are
advised that current conservation status of populations may or
may not be favourable. Demonstration of no detriment to
favourable populations may require further survey and/or
submission of revised short or long term mitigation or
compensation proposals. In Wales, the focus is on evidencing the
demonstration of no detriment to the maintenance of favourable
conservation status (FCS) of the population or colony of EPS
potentially affected by the proposals. This approach will help to
ensure no delay in issuing the licence should the DCO application
be successful.

4.15

In Wales, assistance may be obtained from NRW’s Regional
Species Teams. These Teams provide advice on a range of issues
concerning EPS including advice on compensation site design,
measures to mitigate incidental capture/killing, evidencing
compliance and post project surveillance. The service is free of
charge and entirely voluntary. Regional Species Teams can be
contacted via NRW’s Enquiry Service.
Further information is
available from the following link:
http://naturalresourceswales.gov.uk/apply-buy-report/apply-buygrid/protected-species-licensing/european-protected-specieslicensing/?lang=en

3

Key case law in respect of the application of the FCS test at a site level: Hafod
Quarry Land Tribunal (Mersey Waste (Holdings) Limited v Wrexham County
Borough Council) 2012, and Court of Appeal 2012.
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Health Impact Assessment
4.16

The SoS considers that it is a matter for the applicant to decide
whether or not to submit a stand-alone Health Impact Assessment
(HIA). However, the applicant should have regard to the responses
received from the relevant consultees regarding health, and in
particular to the comments from the Health and Safety Executive
and Public Health England/Public Health Wales in relation to
electrical safety issues (see Appendix 2).

4.17

AThe methodology for the HIA, if prepared, should be agreed with
the relevant statutory consultees and take into account mitigation
measures for acute risks.

Other regulatory regimes
4.18

The SoS recommends that the applicant should state clearly what
regulatory areas are addressed in the ES and that the applicant
should ensure that all relevant authorisations, licences, permits
and consents that are necessary to enable operations to proceed
are described in the ES. Also it should be clear that any likely
significant effects of the proposed development which may be
regulated by other statutory regimes have been properly taken
into account in the ES.

4.19

It will not necessarily follow that the granting of consent under one
regime will ensure consent under another regime. For those
consents not capable of being included in an application for
consent under the PA 2008, the SoS will require a level of
assurance or comfort from the relevant regulatory authorities that
the proposal is acceptable and likely to be approved, before they
make a recommendation or decision on an application. The
applicant is encouraged to make early contact with other
regulators. Information from the applicant about progress in
obtaining other permits, licences or consents, including any
confirmation that there is no obvious reason why these will not
subsequently be granted, will be helpful in supporting an
application for development consent to the SoS.

Transboundary Impacts
4.20

The SoS has noted that the applicant has not indicated whether
the proposed development is likely to have significant impacts on
another European Economic Area (EEA) State.

4.21

Regulation 24 of the EIA Regulations, which inter alia require the
SoS to publicise a DCO application if the SoS is of the view that
the proposal is likely to have significant effects on the environment
of another EEA state and where relevant to consult with the EEA
state affected. The SoS considers that where Regulation 24
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applies, this is likely to have implications for the examination of a
DCO application.

4.22

The SoS recommends that the ES should identify whether the
proposed development has the potential for significant
transboundary impacts and if so, what these are and which EEA
States would be affected.

33

Scoping Opinion for Wrexham Energy Centre

APPENDIX 1
List of Consultees
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APPENDIX 1
LIST OF BODIES FORMALLY CONSULTED DURING THE
SCOPING EXERCISE

CONSULTEE

ORGANISATION

SCHEDULE 1
The Welsh Ministers
The Health and Safety Executive
Natural England
The Historic Buildings and
Monuments Commission for
England
The relevant Fire and Rescue
Authority
The relevant Police and Crime
Commissioner
The relevant Parish Council(s) or
relevant Community Council

Welsh Government
Health and Safety Executive
Natural England
English Heritage

The Environment Agency
The Equality and Human Rights
Commission (Wales only)
Royal Commission On Ancient and
Historic Monuments of Wales
The Natural Resources Body of
Wales
The Civil Aviation Authority
The Relevant Highways Authority

The Environment Agency
Equality and Human Rights
Commission
Royal Commission On Ancient and
Historic Monuments of Wales
Natural Resources Wales

The Passengers Council
The Disabled Persons Transport
Advisory Committee
The Coal Authority

Passenger Focus
Disabled Persons Transport Advisory
Committee
The Coal Authority

North Wales Fire and Rescue
Authority
Office of the Police and Crime
Commissioner North Wales
Isycoed Community Council
Sesswick Community Council
Farndon Parish Council
Shocklach Oviatt and District Parish
Council
Willington Worthenbury Parish Council
Bangor is-y-Coed Community Council
Erbistock Community Council
Marchwiel Community Council
Abenbury Community Council
Holt Community Council

Civil Aviation Authority
Wrexham County Borough Council
Flintshire County Council
Powys County Council
Denbighshire County Council
Shropshire County Council
Cheshire West and Chester Council

Appendix 1

The Office Of Rail Regulation
Approved Operator
The Gas and Electricity Markets
Authority
The Water Services Regulation
Authority )
The relevant Waste Regulation
Authority
The Canal and River Trust
Public Health England, an
executive agency of the
Department of Health
The relevant Local Resilience
forum
The Crown Estate Commissioners
The Natural Resources Body for
Wales
The relevant local health board
The National Heath Service Trusts

Office of Rail Regulation
Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd
Network Rail (CRTL) Ltd
OFGEM
OFWAT
Natural Resources Wales
The Canal and River Trust
Public Health England
North Wales Resilience Forum
Secretariat
The Crown Estate
Natural Resources Wales
Betsi Cadwaldr University Health
Board
Health Protection Team Public Health
Wales
Welsh Ambulance Services Trust
Velindre NHS Trust

RELEVANT STATUTORY UNDERTAKERS
Health Bodies (s.16 of the Acquisition of Land Act (ALA) 1981)
The relevant Ambulance Trust

Welsh Ambulance Services Trust

Relevant Statutory Undertakers (s.8 ALA 1981)
Railway

Civil Aviation Authority
Licence Holder (Chapter 1 of Part
1 of Transport Act 2000)
Universal Service Provider
The relevant water and sewage
undertakers
The relevant public gas
transporters

Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd
Network Rail (CRTL) Ltd
Highways Agency Historical Railways
Estate
Civil Aviation Authority
NATS En-Route (NERL) Safeguarding
Royal Mail Group
Dee Valley Water
Dwr Cymru (Welsh Water)
British Gas Pipelines Limited
Energetics Gas Limited
ES Pipelines Ltd
ESP Connections Ltd
ESP Networks Ltd
ESP Pipelines Ltd
Fulcrum Pipelines Limited
GTC Pipelines Limited
Independent Pipelines Limited
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LNG Portable Pipeline Services
Limited
National Grid Gas Plc
National Grid Plc
Quadrant Pipelines Limited
SSE Pipelines Ltd
The Gas Transportation Company
Limited
Utility Grid Installations Limited
Wales and West Utilities Ltd
The relevant electricity licence
holder with CPO Powers
(electricity distributors)

Energetics Energy Limited
ESP Electricity Limited
Independent Power Networks Limited
The Electricity Network Company
Limited
SP Distribution Limited
SP Manweb Plc

The relevant electricity licence
holder with CPO Powers
(electricity transmitters)

National Grid Electricity Transmission
Plc

LOCAL AUTHORITIES (SECTION 43)
A county council, or district
council, in England

Cheshire West and Chester Council
Shropshire Council

A county council, or county
borough council , in Wales

Wrexham County Borough Council
Powys County Council
Denbighshire County Council
Flintshire County Council

NON-PRESCRIBED CONSULTATION BODIES
Cadw
Welsh Language Commissioner
Joint Transport Authorities

Cadw
Welsh Language Commissioner
TAITH
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APPENDIX 2
Respondents to Consultation and Copies
of Replies

Appendix 2

APPENDIX 2
LIST OF BODIES WHO REPLIED BY THE STATUTORY
DEADLINE
Abenbury Community Council
Bangor on Dee Community Council
Cadw
Civil Aviation Authority
Chester West and Chester Council
Dee Valley Water
English Heritage
Environment Agency
Erbistock and Eyeton Community Council
ES Pipeline Ltd, ESP Networks Ltd, ESP Pipelines Ltd, ESP Electricity Ltd
and ESP Connections Ltd
Fulcrum Pipelines
Isycoed Community Council
Marchwiel Community Council
National Grid
National Rail
NATS
Natural England
Natural Resources Wales
Public Health England
The Coal Authority
Wrexham County Borough Council
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Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Nott Steve
17 April 2014 13:48
Environmental Services
Wrexham Energy Centre

Helen Lancaster
Thank you for giving the Community Council the opportunity for the Council to comment on the
environmental issues regarding this proposed development.
The Council's position remains the same as it did in December 2012.We understand, but have received no
details of the changes to the size of the Energy Centre itself, but feel that the environmental considerations
have not changed and therefore the same considerations should be addressed. We further believe, but only
on the basis of a statement from the Company, that they shall not proceed with the new power cables. If this
is the case, then clearly this will lessen the impact of the development.
Regards
Steve Nott
Clerk and Financial Officer
Abenbury Community Council
This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisation’s IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be automatically logged,
monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************
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Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

bodcommunitycouncil@tesco.net
27 April 2014 23:15
Environmental Services
Wrexham Energy Centre Plans Consultation REF: EN010055_2362652

Dear Inspectorate,
On behalf of Bangor-on-Dee Community Council we would like to register the following response.
As a consultation body, there is considerable mistrust of Wrexham Power given considerable loop
holes in the original consultation they say that they held which we remain unaware (un-consulted
on). In terms of the environmental statement we wish to be reassured by WPL that their revised
plans for a smaller scale station of 299 megawatts is the plan they will continue to pursue and
would like further commitment to the use of the low level/existing height of power cables as this
will reduce the environmental impact, especially visually, and makes it more difficult for them to
make late switches to any plan.
Should you require further information please do not hesitate to contact me.
Regards,
Sian Jones, Clerk.
Tel: 01978 781368.

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
**********************************************************************
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Directorate of Airspace Policy

Ms Helen Lancaster (via e-mail)
The Planning Inspectorate
22 April 2014
Reference: ERM/DAP/Planning/WrexhamEnergyCentre
Dear Ms Lancaster,
Proposed Wrexham Energy Centre – Scoping Comment
Thank you for The Planning Inspectorate’s recent correspondence relating to the subject development.
The Inspectorate sought related Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) scoping comment; I trust the following is
useful.
I note from the Scoping Report (SR) that the tallest associated structures are expected to be 1 or 2
chimney stacks that would each have a height of up to 40-50 metres (m). On that basis I belief the
following (potential) issues are worthy of consideration:
•

Aerodromes. In respect of any potential aerodrome related issue, I should highlight the need to
check any safeguarding maps lodged with relevant planning authorities to identify any
aerodrome specific safeguarding issues. Noting that aerodrome safeguarding responsibility
rests in all cases with the relevant aerodrome operator / licensee, not the CAA, it is important
that the related viewpoints of any relevant aerodrome license holders / operators is established
and any concerns expressed appropriately mitigated.

•

Aviation Warning Lighting:

•

o

In the UK, the need for aviation obstruction lighting on 'tall' structures depends in the first
instance upon any particular structure's location in relationship to an aerodrome. If the
structure constitutes an 'aerodrome obstruction' it is the aerodrome operator that with
review the lighting requirement. For civil aerodromes, they will, in general terms, follow the
requirements of CAP 168 - Licensing of Aerodromes. This document can be downloaded
from the Civil Aviation CAA website at www.caa.co.uk/docs/33/CAP168.PDF - Chapter 4
(12.8) refers to obstacle lighting.

o

Away from aerodromes Article 219 of the UK Air Navigation Order applies. This Article
requires that for en-route obstructions (ie away from aerodromes) lighting only becomes
legally mandated for structures of a height of 150m or more. However, structures of lesser
high might need aviation obstruction lighting if, by virtue of their location and nature, they
are considered a significant navigational hazard.

o

Cranes, whether in situ temporarily or long term are captured by the points heighted
above. Note that if a crane is located on top of another structure, it is the overall height
(structure + crane) than is relevant.

o

In this case, given the assumed maximum height of 50m, Article 219 would not apply. In
the likely event that there is no aerodrome issue I can advise that the CAA would not in
isolation make any case for lighting.

Gas Venting and/or Flaring. It is assumed that the facility is not intended to vent or flare gas
either routinely or as an emergency procedure such as to cause a danger to overlying aircraft.
If that is not the case parties are invited to use myself as an appropriate point of contact for

Civil Aviation Authority
CAA House 45-59 Kingsway London WC2B 6TE www.caa.co.uk
Telephone 0207 453 6545 Fax 0207 453 6565 marks.smailes@caa.co.uk

any further related discussion.
•

Aviation Promulgation. There is a civil aviation requirement in the UK for all structures over 300
feet high to be charted on aviation maps. It follows that, at 50m (164ft) high, there is no enroute (ie non-aerodrome specific) civil aviation charting requirement. However, if crane usage
in the construction phase involves heights of 300ft or more, the temporary structure will need to
be appropriately notified. For temporary structures this notification can be achieved through the
publication of a Notice to Airmen (NOTAM). If needed by virtue of temporary use of cranes
such that the 300ft threshold is breached a NOTAM can be arranged through the developer
providing related details to the CAA’s Airspace Utilisation Section (ausops@caa.co.uk / 0207
453 6599).

•

Military Aviation. For completeness, the Ministry of Defence position in regards to the proposed
development and military aviation activity should be established.

•

I should also add that that due to the unique nature of associated operations in respect of
operating altitudes and potentially unusual landing sites, it would also be sensible to establish
the related viewpoint of local emergency services air support units.

I believe that any associated Environmental Statement / Development Consent Order (or equivalent /
similar) would be expected to acknowledge and where applicable address the issues highlighted above
and accordingly the scoping opinion should make related comment.
Whilst none of the above negates any aforementioned need to consult in line with Government
requirements associated with the safeguarding of aerodromes and other technical sites (Government
Circular 1/2003 refers), I hope this information matches your requirements. Please do not hesitate to
get in touch if you require any further comment or needs clarification of any point.
Yours sincerely,
{original signed}
Mark Smailes
Airspace Regulator

Plas Carew, Uned 5/7 Cefn Coed
Parc Nantgarw, Caerdydd CF15 7QQ
Ffôn 01443 336000 Ffacs 01443 336001
Ebost cadw@wales.gsi.gov.uk
Gwefan www.cadw.wales.gov.uk

Helen Lancaster
The Planning Inspectorate
environmentalservices@infrastructure.gsi.gov.
uk

Eich cyfeirnod
Your reference

Plas Carew, Unit 5/7 Cefn Coed
Parc Nantgarw, Cardiff CF15 7QQ
Tel 01443 336000 Fax 01443 336001
Email cadw@wales.gsi.gov.uk
Web www.cadw.wales.gov.uk

EN010055_236055

Ein cyfeirnod
Our reference
Dyddiad
Date

29 April 2014

Llinell uniongyrchol
Direct line

01443 336098

Ebost
Email:

Sophie.clipstone@wales.gsi.gov.u
k

Dear Helen Lancaster,
Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 (as amended) – Regulations 8 and 9
Application by Wrexham Energy Centre for an Order Granting Development Consent
for the Wrexham Energy Centre
Scoping consultation
Thank you for your letter of 1 April 2014 inviting Cadw’s comments on the above.
Cadw have identified the following scheduled ancient monuments in the vicinity of the
proposed energy centre.
To southeast of proposed development:
DE291 - Sutton Green Round Barrow
At western end of proposed development:
DE132 – Offa’s Dyke: Cadwgan Hall Section, extending from River Clywedog to the Railway
DE137 – Offa’s Dyke: Pentre-Bychan Hall Section, extending 540m S from Bron-Wylfa
DE174 – Offa’s Dyke: Section S of Bryn yr Owen Farm
DE194 – Offa’s Dyke: Section extending 120m from Railway to Bronwylfa Road, Legacy
DE047 - Hafody-Bwlch Round Barrow.
DE048 - Croes-Foel Round Barrow.
DE131 - Cadwgan Hall Mound.
DE193 - Moated Site near Groesfoel Farm, Rhostyllen.
DE199 - Bersham Colliery: No 2 Winding Gear.
Central part of proposed corridor:
DE017 - Erddig Mound & Bailey Castle
DE152 - Wat’s Dyke: Section extending from Erddig Park to Middle Sontley.
DE153 - Wat’s Dyke: Section extending from Middle Sontley to Black Brook Bridge.
DE154 - Wat’s Dyke: Section extending from Black Brook Bridge to Pentre-Clawdd

Cadw yw gwasanaeth amgylchedd hanesyddol Llywodraeth Cymru. Ein nod yw
hyrwyddo gwaith cadwraeth ar gyfer amgylchedd hanesyddol Cymru a gwerthfawrogiad ohono.
Cadw is the Welsh Government’s historic environment service. Our aim is to
promote the conservation and appreciation of Wales’s historic environment.

The development has reduced in scale since Cadw provided comments to Wrexham Power
Limited on 13 March 2013. As the development has been reduced in scale, many of the
issues Cadw raised are now much less of a concern In Cadw’s view it does not appear that
any scheduled ancient monuments will be directly affected in this proposal and the indirect
impacts look much reduced, potentially just the setting of DE291. Cadw, however, has the
following observations to make about the scoping report:
6.396 still includes reference to visiting the MAGIC, Cadw and EH websites rather than
consulting with the regional HER and Cadw's records team.
6.399 & 6.400 Tables 16 and 17 not only contain incomplete data but also appear to only
contain English designated monuments (probably because of the problem identified in
6.396). This is a serious omission.
In general the methodology is appropriate.

Yours sincerely

Sophie Clipstone
Diogelu a Pholisi/ Protection and Policy

Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

PARRY, Paul <Paul.Parry@cheshirewestandchester.gov.uk>
16 April 2014 15:35
Environmental Services
HONEYSETT, Hazel
Scoping consultation for Wrexham Energy Centre - your ref: EN010055_2362652

FAO Helen Lancaster
Dear Helen
Thank you for your letter dated 1/4/14 to the Head of Highways at Chester West and Chester Council regarding the above.
As the appropriate Highway Officer I will provide comments on this request.
Having read through the supporting documentation I am satisfied that the documents contains an understanding of the need to
assess the transport implications of the construction phase, decommissioning phase and operational stage of the development.
Subject to the finer details of the scope of the Transport Assessment/Travel Plan to cover these phases being determined and
consulted on in due course, I have no further comments to make on this scoping request.
If you have any questions or require anything further please let me know.
Regards
Paul

Paul Parry IEng FIHE
Principal Development Officer - Team Leader, Highways Development Control
Cheshire West and Chester Council
Tel: 01244 976136
Email: paul.parry@cheshirewestandchester.gov.uk
Location: The Forum, Chester.
Visit: www.cheshirewestandchester.gov.uk
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Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Billing Mark <Mark.Billing@DeeValleyGroup.com>
03 April 2014 11:14
Environmental Services
Your Reference: EN010055_2362652

Dear Ms Lancaster
WREXHAM ENERGY CENTRE
Thank you for your letter dated 1 April 2014 regarding the above project.
We have responded previously on this matter (Chris Smith by email, 7 December 2012) and the concerns
that we outlined then remain valid for consideration in the full ES; we note the inclusion of sections relevant
to our concerns in the Scoping Report but must await the completion of the ES before ascertaining whether
these concerns have been adequately addressed. In considering the potential for new and existing
contaminants to renter groundwater by new and existing pathways, the study should note the vulnerability
of AC potable water mains to acidic conditions, and the transmission through plastic mains to organic
compounds. Consideration of this matter may apply equally to the site of the power station itself and to
individual new pylons.
Yours faithfully
Mark Billing
Planning Engineer
Dŵr Dyffryn Dyfrdwy ccc | Dee Valley Water plc
http://www.deevalleywater.co.uk/translation.php?index.php | http://www.deevalleywater.co.uk/index.php
Ffôn | Tel (01978) 833281
Swyddfa Gofrestredig: Packsaddle, Ffordd Wrecsam, Rhostyllen, Wrecsam, LL14 4EH. Cofrestrwyd yng Nghymru a Lloegr Rhif 3527628
Registered Office: Packsaddle, Wrexham Road, Rhostyllen, Wrexham, LL14 4EH. Registered in England & Wales No. 3527628
Mae'r wybodaeth yn y neges e-bost hon yn gyfrinachol a gall fod gyfreithiol freiniol. Os nad y chi ddylai fod wedi ei derbyn, ni chewch ddarllen, defnyddio na
lledaenu'r wybodaeth honno. Os derbyniasoch y neges e-bost hon drwy gamgymeriad, rhowch wybod i ni, os gwelwch yn dda, a'i dinistrio'n syth. Eich
cyfrifoldeb chi yw amddiffyn eich system rhag firysau ac unrhyw god neu ddyfais niweidiol arall. Rydym yn ceisio cael gwared arnynt o negeseuon e-bost ac
atodiadau; ond ni chymerwn gyfrifoldeb am unrhyw rai sy'n aros. Mae'n bosibl y byddwn yn monitro neu'n archwilio unrhyw neges e-bost a anfonir atom neu
un ohonynt.
The information in the e-mail is confidential and may be legally privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, you must not read, use or disseminate that
information. If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify us and destroy it immediately.It is your responsibility to protect your system from viruses
and any other harmful code or device. We try to eliminate them from e-mails and attachments; but we accept no liability for any which remain. We may
monitor or access any or all e-mails sent to us.
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2

WEST MIDLANDS REGION

FAO Helen Lancaster
Senior EIA and Land Rights Advisor
The Planninig Inspectorate
3/18 Eagle Wing
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Bristol
BS1 6N

Our ref:
Your ref:
Telephone
Fax

NSIP
EN010055_2362652
0121 625 6851
0121 625 6820

22 April 2014
Dear Sirs,
Re: WREXHAM ENERGY CENTRE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT (EIA) SCOPING REPORT
Thank you for your letter of 1 April 2014 inviting English Heritage to provide comments on
the Scoping Report for the Wrexham Energy Centre and Connections.
English Heritage is the Government’s statutory adviser and statutory consultee on all aspects
of the historic environment and its heritage assets in England. This includes archaeology on
land and under water, historic buildings, sites and areas, designated landscapes and the
historic elements of the wider landscape. Cadw is the Welsh Government’s historic
environment service and will need to be consulted with respect to cultural heritage and
landscape matters together with the Countryside Council for Wales.
The main elements of the proposed project are located in North Wales, and hence outside
of the remit of English Heritage. The power station and electricity grid connection
corridors, however, are located a short distance from the border and in the vicinity of two
English Heritage regions – the West Midlands and North West. This is a joint response
representing the views of both regions. Further correspondence should be directed back to
me as the nominated lead and I will continue to coordinate between the two regions.
General Comments
The Scoping Report refers to the overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1).
Relevant sections include 5.8 on the Historic Environment and 5.9 Landscape and Visual
impacts. For England national policy on the conservation and enhancement of the historic
environment is set out in the National Planning Policy Framework, particularly paragraphs
126-141.

THE AXIS, 10 HOLLIDAY STREET, BIRMINGHAM B1 1TG
Telephone 0121 625 6820 Facsimile 0121 625 6821
www.english-heritage.org.uk
Please note that English Heritage operates an access to information policy.
Correspondence or information which you send us may therefore become publicly available

In general terms, English Heritage advises that a number of considerations will need to be
taken into account when proposals of this nature are being assessed. This includes
consideration of:







The potential impact upon the historic character of the landscape;
Direct impacts on heritage assets (designated and undesignated);
Other indirect impacts, particularly the setting of listed buildings, scheduled monuments,
registered parks and gardens, registered battlefields, conservation areas etc;
The potential for buried archaeology;
Effects on landscape amenity from public and private land; and
Cumulative impacts of the project components and other projects.

Scoping Report
English Heritage has no further comments on the proposed set of topics for the
Environmental Statement (paragraph 5.2).
Given the location of the project the main concern of English Heritage is that the assessment
appropriately takes account of any potential cross-border impacts, and in particular any
potential implications for the setting of heritage assets and the historic character of the
landscape. To this end we recommend that clear links are made between the topic sections
on Landscape and Visual and Cultural Heritage impacts. For example, the identification of
zones of visual influence can help inform the potential impact on the setting of designated
heritage assets.
Cultural Heritage
English Heritage welcomes the commitment to keep under review the study area for the
consideration of potential impacts on the setting of designated heritage assets; this to be
informed by the development of a zone of visual influence.
English Heritage has published guidance on managing change within the settings of heritage
assets which may be of assistance in the assessment: http://www.englishheritage.org.uk/publications/setting-heritage-assets/
Landscape and Visual Impact
In considering impacts on the character of the wider landscape data sets such as county
based Historic Landscape Characterisation can be used in conjunction with Landscape
Character Assessments. The former provides an understanding of the evolution and present
day historic character of the landscape. Both Shropshire and Cheshire have completed
Historic Landscape Characterisations and further information can be obtained from the
relevant local authority Historic Environment Teams and the web links below:
http://www.shropshire.gov.uk/environment.nsf/open/3752F7151ABFD814802576C5004D50
D6
http://www.cheshirewestandchester.gov.uk/residents/leisure, parks and events/history and
heritage/archaeology/archaeology planning advisory/historic landscape character.aspx
Yours sincerely
Alison MacDonald
Assistant Inspector of Ancient Monuments
alison.macdonald@english-heritage.org.uk
THE AXIS, 10 HOLLIDAY STREET, BIRMINGHAM B1 1TG
Telephone 0121 625 6820 Facsimile 0121 625 6821
www.english-heritage.org.uk
Please note that English Heritage operates an access to information policy.
Correspondence or information which you send us may therefore become publicly available

Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Alan Slee <alans@espipelines.com>
01 April 2014 12:44
Helen Lancaster
RE: EIA scoping request for Wrexham Energy Centre
RE: EN010055 Wrexham Energy Centre Scoping Consultation

Hi Helen,
Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2009 (as amended) – Regulations 8 and 9
Application by Wrexham Energy Centre for an Order Granting Development Consent for the
Wrexham Energy Centre
Your Ref:

EN010055_2362652

Date:
1 April 2014

As per the attached email note our businesses do not have any comments to make on this proposal.
Regards,
Alan Slee
Operations Manager
DD 01372 227567
Mobile 07766 802070
Fax 01372 386203
www.esputilities.com
From: Helen Lancaster [mailto:Helen.Lancaster@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk]
Sent: 01 April 2014 11:34
To: Alan Slee
Subject: EIA scoping request for Wrexham Energy Centre

Please find attached.

Helen Lancaster
Senior EIA and Land Rights Advisor
Major Applications and Plans
The Planning Inspectorate
Temple Quay House
Temple Quay
Bristol
BS1 6PN
Direct Line: 0303 444 5063
Helpline: 0303 444 5000
Email:Helen.lancaster@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk
Web: www.planningportal.gov.uk/planninginspectorate (Planning Inspectorate casework
and appeals)
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Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Alan Slee <alans@espipelines.com>
03 December 2012 15:11
Environmental Services
RE: EN010055 Wrexham Energy Centre Scoping Consultation

Dear Alan,
INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) REGULATIONS
2009 SI 2263 (as amended) (the EIA Regulations)
PROPOSED WREXHAM ENERGY CENTRE (the project)
PROPOSAL BY Wrexham Power Limited (the applicant)
121203_EN010053_1542352
ESP Ref: PE092609
Further to your email communication to E S Pipelines Ltd, ESP Networks Ltd, ESP Pipelines Ltd, ESP
Electricity Ltd and ESP Connections Ltd dated 03 December 2012 I can confirm that our businesses
have no comments at this stage
Regards,
Alan Slee
Operations Manager
DD 01372 227567
Mobile 07766 802070
Fax 01372 386203
www.espipelines.com
From: Environmental Services [mailto:EnvironmentalServices@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk]
Sent: 03 December 2012 14:36
Subject: EN010055 Wrexham Energy Centre Scoping Consultation

<<121203_EN010055_Scoping_Letter_AND_Reg_9_Notification.pdf>>

Dear Sir/Madam,
Please see the attached correspondence regarding the Scoping Consultation for Wrexham
Energy Centre.
Kind regards
Alan Ridley
EIA and Land Rights Advisor
National Infrastructure Directorate
The Planning Inspectorate
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Bristol BS1 6PN
Helpline: 0303 444 5000
1

Helen Lancaster - Senior EIA and
Land Rights Advisor
The Planning Inspectorate
3/18 Eagle Wing
Temple Quay House (2 The Square)
Temple Quay
Bristol
Avon
BS1 6PN

Our ref:
Your ref:

SV/2014/107737/01-L01
EN010055

Date:

29 April 2014

Dear Ms Lancaster
PROPOSED WREXHAM ENERGY CENTRE - BRYN LANE, WREXHAM
INDUSTRIAL ESTATE, WREXHAM, LL13 9UT
I refer to your letter of 1 April 2014 relating to a scoping consultation under the
Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 (as amended) – Regulations 8 and 9 for
Application by Wrexham Energy Centre for an Order Granting Development Consent
for the Wrexham Energy Centre.
The proposed development, within Wrexham, falls under the remit of National
Resources Wales (NRW). On the basis of the above, we would not make any
detailed comments.
However given the nature of the proposal we have reviewed the information to
ascertain whether there are any cross boundary impacts upon conservation sites in
the area we cover (Shropshire) which might be affected by the proposed
development, for example from air emissions.
Assessment of nature conservation sites
The impact of the operation should be considered on relevant local statutory
conservation sites (Special Areas of Conservation, Special Protection Areas,
Ramsar sites and Sites of Special Scientific Interest) and other sites such as local
nature reserves or ancient woodland. Statutory conservation sites are protected by
law and it may be necessary to apply stricter control techniques than would
otherwise be required under Best Available Techniques in order to meet the
requirements of the legislation.
Environment Agency
Hafren House, Welshpool Road, Shelton, Shrewsbury, Shropshire, SY3 8BB.
Customer services line: 03708 506 506
www.environment-agency.gov.uk

Cont/d..

Screening for nature conservation sites
With regard to Habitats Directive 92/43/EEC which has been transposed into UK
legislation through the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as
amended); and Environmental Permitting Regulations (2010) H1 guidance (air
emmissons) nature conservation sites should be screened against the relevant
standards if they occur within specified distance criteria, as detailed below:
• Special Protection Areas (SPAs), Special Areas of Conservation (SACs) or Ramsar
sites within 10km of the installation (or 15km coal- or oil-fired power station)
• Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs), National Nature Reserves (NNRs),
Local Nature Reserves (LNRs), local wildlife sites and ancient woodland within 2km
of the location of the installation.
The Midlands Mere’s and Mosses Phase 2 Ramsar site and ‘Fenn’s, Whixall,
Bettisfield Wem and Cadney Mosses’ Special Area of Conservation (SAC) are
located around 15km (south east) from the proposed development. These habitat
sites are partly within Shropshire (England) and partly within Wales. We would
expect this to be considered in the habitats assessment screening and NRW to lead
on this aspect including provision of data associated with these sites.
We would recommend that you seek comments from NRW on the Environmental
Permitting Regulations and complimentary matters that should be considered as
material planning issues within the EIA. We would remind you of the guidance in
Annex D of your advice note 11: ‘Working with public bodies in the infrastructure
planning process’ which states that...“Applicants are encouraged to “twin track”
environmental permit applications...with their DCO applications to the Planning
Inspectorate in order to facilitate timely decision-making”.
I trust that the above is of interest and clarifies our position.
Yours sincerely

Mark Davies
Planning Specialist
Direct dial 01743 283405

End
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Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:
Attachments:

Jim Wild
22 April 2014 13:01
Environmental Services
Your Ref. EN010055_2362652. Att. Helen Lancaster.
Scoping Doc..docx

Please find letter from Erbistock and Eyton Community Council.
Sincerely,
James Wild,
Clerk.
This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti‐virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be automatically logged,
monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************

1

ERBISTOCK AND EYTON COMMUNITY COUNCIL.
Haddon Bank,
Erbistock,
Wrexham.
LL13 0DW.
22nd April 2014.
Your Ref. EN010055_2362652.
Dear Helen Lancaster,
Thank you for your letter concerning the Scoping Consultation. The Community Council
wish to make the following points.
1. The Community Council is pleased to see within 3.72 of the Scoping Report that "the
requirement for a new 400kW overhead power line" has been removed. That said
we would welcome assurances that this requirement would not be re‐instated and
that the Scottish Power system is able to take anticipated export of electricity from
the Wrexham Power proposal without significant, intrusive or disruptive re‐
inforcement.
2. We would ask that Wrexham Power seeks from Scottish Power that the opportunity
is taken during any modification to the overhead electricity transmission lines to fit
line markers to safeguard swans near river crossings. This has previously been
sought by Bangor on Dee Community Council and agreed by SP (their ref.
CSM/SSW/347116) but never implemented.
3. We would expect Wrexham Power to work closely with Wrexham County Borough
Council to ensure genuine deliverable benefits are secured for local businesses,
especially that they may benefit from lower cost electricity.
4. We would also be keen to see that the residents of Isycoed benefit from the
development in addition to any mitigation proposed.
5. Some of the landowners within our community have incurred significant costs, work
and anxiety as the earlier proposals for a 400kW power line were being explored. As
an indication of how Wrexham Power now wants to work with our communities, it
would be appreciated if those landowners affected by the Section 53 application in
mid 2013 could be compensated.
The Community Council ask that you include these points in any environmental statement.
Yours sincerely,
Clerk.
Helen Lancaster, Senior EIA and Land Rights Advisor.

Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Penlington, Graham <Graham.Penlington@fulcrum.co.uk> on behalf of
&box_FPLplantprotection_conx, <FPLplantprotection@fulcrum.co.uk>
11 April 2014 13:25
Helen Lancaster
RE: EIA scoping request for Wrexham Energy Centre

Thank you for asking Fulcrum Pipelines Limited to examine your consultation document for the above project.
We can confirm that Fulcrum Pipelines Limited have no comments to make on this scoping report. Please note that
we are constantly adding to our underground assets and would strongly advise that you consult us again prior to
undertaking any excavations.
Please note that other gas transporters may have plant in this locality which could be affected.
We will always make every effort to help you where we can, but Fulcrum Pipelines Limited will not be held
responsible for any incident or accident arising from the use of the information associated with this search. The
details provided are given in good faith, but no liability whatsoever can be accepted in respect thereof.
If you need any help or information simply contact Graham Penlington directly on 01142 804175.
To save you time, any future requests for information about our plant, can be emailed to
FPLplantprotection@fulcrum.co.uk
Yours sincerely,
GRAHAM PENLINGTON
Process Assistant

Tel: 0845 641 3060
Direct Dial:
Email: Graham.Penlington@fulcrum.co.uk
Web: www.fulcrum.co.uk

FULCRUM NEWS
WE'RE BACKING HOUSEBUILDERS WITH NEW GAS CONNECTION RATES FOR UNDER 100 PLOT DEVELOPMENTS
New partnerships with industry investment partners mean Fulcrum is now able to offer competitive market rates on smaller
and medium sized housing developments and extend its reputation for cost‐effective quality established on large and
commercial development contracts. Learn more.
FULCRUM WINS UTILITY WEEK ACHIEVEMENT AWARD
We are delighted to announce that Fulcrum is a Utility Week Achievement Award Winner for the gas utility works we delivered
at the 2012 Olympic Games. Learn more.
1

Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

stephen wilson
16 April 2014 10:57
Environmental Services
Wrexham Energy Centre.

Your reference: EN010055‐2362652
Thank you for your letter of Ist April re the above‐Scoping Consultation.
The Community Council considered the issue at its Meeting last night and wishes to raise the following
issues/observations:
1‐As a resullt of the project being scaled down the Community Council feels that there is need for a new
site appraisal. There are existing locations within the Industrial Estate which are better suited to this
'smaller' proposal which would negate some of the issues to the present proposed location. For example
the former Maelor Gas Works site has gas mains and pylons in situ (plus it would be less impact on the
environment).
2‐There is particular concern over the affect that any proposal would have on what is fundamentally a
farming community.
3‐Air dispersion modelling should be carried out including any affect on adjoining communities‐including
across the border into Cheshire.
4‐Consultees should include Sesswick, Holt, and Abenbury‐ plus adjoining parishes in Cheshire ‐who could
be affected by any emmissions (or the visual impact of the proposals.
5‐As Isycoed is directly affected by the current proposal the Council feels that the consultation
should include all households in the Community.
Steve Wilson‐Clerk
Isycoed Community Council.
This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti‐virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisation’s IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be automatically logged,
monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************
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Cyngor Cymunedol Marchwiel Community Council
Mrs V Jones
Clerc Cyngor Cymunedol,
Clerk to the Council,
Sandhurst
Croeshowell Hill,
Rossett.
WREXHAM
LL12 0AA
_______________________________________________________________________________________________________
Ffon/Telephone 01244-570414

Helen Lancaster
Senior EIA and Land Rights Advisor
3/18 Eagle Wing
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Bristol BS1 6PN

Your Ref:
Our Ref:
Date:
Ask for:
Tel / Fax:
E-mail:

24.04.2014
Mrs. V. Jones
01244-570414

Dear Ms Lancaster
Ref: EN010055_2362652 re: Wrexham Energy Centre
I have been requested by Members of Marchwiel Community Council to convey their
concerns and respond to the Scoping report.
Concerns
Marchwiel Community Council has reviewed the revised Scoping Report (March 2014)
for the Wrexham Energy Centre and has the following comments to make.
We are pleased that the very strong objections from our local community to the 400kv
overhead power line have been acknowledged and acted upon in the removal of this.
Given this significant change to the proposal it is not our intention to object. However:
1. We would like categorical confirmation that this 400kv line will not be reinstated
further into the planning application by either Wrexham Power or Scottish Power.
2. We would like the absolute assurance that Scottish Power is able to
accommodate the new export within its existing network or with the modifications
(undergrounding, wooden T-poles, etc.) proposed to Wrexham Council members
in the meeting in March 2014. The detail of the proposed upgrades to the two
existing Scottish Power lines (Abenbury/Kings Mills and Bangor on Dee/Sontley)
are not featured in this revised Scoping Report and this concerns us.
3. Should Scottish Power not be able to accommodate the new export we would
like to know the absolute ‘worst case scenario’ for remedying this. Any reversal
to the 400kv electrical connection would be wholly objected.

4. We would expect Wrexham Power to ensure that priority for employment and
works contracting arising from the construction and running of the Energy Centre
is given to the local community. We would welcome a guarantee of this and any
extra detail of the potential opportunities.
Given the disruption and (albeit lesser) visual blight that the Energy Centre will have on
our neighbours in Isycoed, we would welcome your support in executing appropriate
and effective mitigation.
We would welcome your comments on the above and wish to be updated and consulted
throughout.
Please can you confirm receipt of this email.
Yours sincerely,

V. Jones (Mrs)
Clerk to the Council
Clerc Cyngor Cymunedol

cc
 Susan Jones MP - susan.jones.mp @ parliament.uk
 Helen Paterson WCBC - helen.paterson@wrexham.gov.uk
 Helen Lancaster Planning Inspectorate ‐ environmentalservices@infrasturcture.gsi.gov.uk
 Terry Edwards Chair MCC

Mr Terry Edwards
Chairman, Marchwiel Community Council
Helen Lancaster
The Planning Inspectorate
Temple Quay House
Temple Quay
Bristol BS1 6PN
environmentalservices@infrasturcture.gsi.gov.uk
Dr Helen Paterson
Chief Executive
WCBC
The Guildhall
Wrexham
LL11 1AY
helen.paterson@wrexham.gov.uk
Ms Susan Jones
House of Commons
London
SW1A 0AA
susan.jones.mp @ parliament.uk

National Grid house
Warwick Technology Park
Gallows Hill, Warwick
CV34 6DA

Land and Development Group
Vicky Stirling
DCO Liaison Officer
Network Engineering
vicky.stirling@nationalgrid.com
Direct tel: +44 (0)1926 653746
www.nationalgrid.com
SUBMITTED VIA EMAIL TO:
environmentalservices@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk

29 April 2014
Our Ref: XX_TW_Z2_3FW_017048
Your Ref: EN010055_2362652
Dear Sir/Madam,
Re: Application by Wrexham Energy Centre for an Order Granting Development Consent for
the Wrexham Energy Centre
This is a joint response by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc (NGET) and National Grid Gas plc
(NGG)
st

I refer to your letter dated 1 April regarding the above proposed application. Having reviewed the
scoping consultation documents, I would like to make the following comments:
National Grid Infrastructure within or in close proximity to the Proposed Order Limits
National Grid Electricity Transmission
National Grid Electricity Transmission has no Overhead lines or apparatus within the vicinity of
proposal.
National Grid Gas Transmission
National Grid has a high pressure gas transmission pipeline located within or in close proximity to
the proposed order limits. The high pressure gas pipeline located within this area is:


FM 04- Shocklach to Maelor

Also within the vicinity of the proposal is an Above Ground Installation.
 AGI - Maelor
National Grid Gas Distribution
National Grid has no Gas Distribution assets within the vicinity of the proposal.
National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977

National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Gas plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2006000

National Grid house
Warwick Technology Park
Gallows Hill, Warwick
CV34 6DA

Specific Comments – Gas Infrastructure
The following points should be taken into consideration:


National Grid has a Deed of Grant of Easement for each pipeline, which prevents the
erection of permanent / temporary buildings, or structures, change to existing ground
levels, storage of materials etc.

Pipeline Crossings:
•

Where existing roads cannot be used, construction traffic should ONLY cross the pipeline
at previously agreed locations.

•

The pipeline shall be protected, at the crossing points, by temporary rafts constructed at
ground level. The third party shall review ground conditions, vehicle types and crossing
frequencies to determine the type and construction of the raft required.

•

The type of raft shall be agreed with National Grid prior to installation.

•

No protective measures including the installation of concrete slab protection shall be
installed over or near to the National Grid pipeline without the prior permission of National
Grid.

•

National Grid will need to agree the material, the dimensions and method of installation of
the proposed protective measure.

•

The method of installation shall be confirmed through the submission of a formal written
method statement from the contractor to National Grid.

•

Please be aware that written permission is required before any works commence within the
National Grid easement strip.

•

A National Grid representative shall monitor any works within close proximity to the
pipeline to comply with National Grid specification T/SP/SSW22.

•

A Deed of Consent is required for any crossing of the easement

Cables Crossing:
•

Cables may cross the pipeline at perpendicular angle to the pipeline i.e. 90 degrees.

•

A National Grid representative shall supervise any cable crossing of a pipeline.

•

Clearance must be at least 600mm above or below the pipeline.

•

Impact protection slab should be laid between the cable and pipeline if cable crossing is
above the pipeline.

National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977

National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Gas plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2006000

National Grid house
Warwick Technology Park
Gallows Hill, Warwick
CV34 6DA

•

A Deed of Consent is required for any cable crossing the easement.

•

Where a new service is to cross over the pipeline a clearance distance of 0.6 metres
between the crown of the pipeline and underside of the service should be maintained. If
this cannot be achieved the service shall cross below the pipeline with a clearance
distance of 0.6 metres.

General Notes on Pipeline Safety:
•

You should be aware of the Health and Safety Executives guidance document HS(G) 47
"Avoiding Danger from Underground Services", and National Grid’s specification for Safe
Working in the Vicinity of National Grid High Pressure gas pipelines and associated
installations - requirements for third parties T/SP/SSW22.

•

National Grid will also need to ensure that our pipelines access is maintained during and
after construction.
Our pipelines are normally buried to a depth cover of 1.1 metres however; actual depth and
position must be confirmed on site by trial hole investigation under the supervision of a
National Grid representative. Ground cover above our pipelines should not be reduced or
increased.

•

•

If any excavations are planned within 3 metres of National Grid High Pressure Pipeline or,
within 10 metres of an AGI (Above Ground Installation), or if any embankment or dredging
works are proposed then the actual position and depth of the pipeline must be established
on site in the presence of a National Grid representative. A safe working method agreed
prior to any work taking place in order to minimise the risk of damage and ensure the final
depth of cover does not affect the integrity of the pipeline.

•

Excavation works may take place unsupervised no closer than 3 metres from the pipeline
once the actual depth and position has been has been confirmed on site under the
supervision of a National Grid representative. Similarly, excavation with hand held power
tools is not permitted within 1.5 metres from our apparatus and the work is undertaken with
NG supervision and guidance.

To view the SSW22 Document, please use the link below:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/LandandDevelopment/DDC/GasElectricNW/safeworking.htm
To view the National Grid Policy's for our Sense of Place Document. Please use the link below:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/LandandDevelopment/DDC/
To download a copy of the HSE Guidance HS(G)47, please use the following link:
http://www.hse.gov.uk/pubns/books/hsg47.htm
Further information in relation to National Grid’s gas transmission pipelines can be accessed via
the following internet link:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/LandandDevelopment/DDC/gastransmission/gaspipes/

National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977

National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Gas plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2006000

Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Morgan Barbara <Barbara.Morgan@networkrail.co.uk>
29 April 2014 16:02
Environmental Services
Ref: EN010055_2362652

Dear Sir/Madam,
Application by Wrexham Energy Centre for an Order Granting Development Consent for the Wrexham Energy
Centre
Scoping Consultation and notification of the applicant’s contact details and duty to make available
information to the applicant if requested
Network Rail has been consulted on the above proposal. Thank you for providing us with this opportunity to comment
on this Planning Policy document. This email forms the basis of our response to this consultation request.
Network Rail is a statutory undertaker responsible for maintaining and operating the country’s railway infrastructure
and associated estate. Network Rail owns, operates, maintains and develops the main rail network. This includes
the railway tracks, stations, signalling systems, bridges, tunnels, level crossings and viaducts. In this regard, please
find our comments below.
Please note that Network Rail have a statutory obligation to ensure the availability of safe train paths and as such we
are required to take an active interest in any development activity adjacent to our property that potentially could affect
the safe operation of the railway.
On specific matters, clearly our interest is to protect the physical railway infrastructure and we need to be satisfied
that there will be no adverse safety issues arising as a result of the development to users of the railway.
We would have serious reservations if during the construction or operation of the site, abnormal loads will use routes
that include Network Rail assets (e.g. Level Crossings, Bridges etc). Network Rail would request that contact is made
with our Asset Protection Engineers email AssetProtectionWales@networkrail.co.uk to confirm if any proposed route
is viable and to agree a strategy to protect our asset(s) from any potential damage caused by abnormal loads. I
would also advise that where any damage, injury or delay to the rail network is caused by abnormal load (related to
the application site), the applicant or developer will incur full liability.
Any proposal that includes as part of the remit the installation of pipes etc under the railway to facilitate any these,
Network Rail would object to pending negotiation/consents/agreements with our National Business Team.
Network Rail reserve the right to produce additional and further grounds of objection when further details of the
application and its effect on Network Rail’s land are available.
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Regrds,

Barbara Morgan
Town Planning Technician (Western)
3rd Floor, Temple Point
Redcliffe Way, Bristol BS1 6NL

Email: townplanningwestern@networkrail.co.uk
www.networkrail.co.uk/property

**************************************************************************************
**************************************************************************
The content of this email (and any attachment) is confidential. It may also be legally privileged or otherwise
protected from disclosure.
This email should not be used by anyone who is not an original intended recipient, nor may it be copied or
disclosed to anyone who is not an original intended recipient.
If you have received this email by mistake please notify us by emailing the sender, and then delete the email
and any copies from your system.
Liability cannot be accepted for statements made which are clearly the sender's own and not made on behalf
of Network Rail.
Network Rail Infrastructure Limited registered in England and Wales No. 2904587, registered office Kings
Place, 90 York Way London N1 9AG
**************************************************************************************
**************************************************************************

This email was scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus service supplied by Vodafone in
partnership with Symantec. (CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call
your organisations IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be automatically logged,
monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************
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Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

ROSSI, Sacha <Sacha.Rossi@nats.co.uk>
01 April 2014 12:28
Environmental Services
NATS Safeguarding; Helen Lancaster
RE: EIA scoping request for Wrexham Energy Centre

Dear Madam,
NATS does not anticipate any impact from this development and as such has no comments to make on
the Scoping opinion.
Regards
S. Rossi
NATS Safeguarding Office
Mr Sacha Rossi
ATC Systems Safeguarding Engineer
: 01489 444 205
: sacha.rossi@nats.co.uk
NATS Safeguarding
4000 Parkway,
Whiteley, PO15 7FL
http://www.nats.co.uk/windfarms

From: Helen Lancaster [mailto:Helen.Lancaster@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk]
Sent: 01 April 2014 11:33
To: NATS Safeguarding
Subject: EIA scoping request for Wrexham Energy Centre

Please find attached. Please note that you will also receive a hard copy as requested.

Helen Lancaster
Senior EIA and Land Rights Advisor
Major Applications and Plans
The Planning Inspectorate
Temple Quay House
Temple Quay
Bristol
BS1 6PN
Direct Line: 0303 444 5063
Helpline: 0303 444 5000
Email:Helen.lancaster@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk
Web: www.planningportal.gov.uk/planninginspectorate (Planning Inspectorate casework
and appeals)

Web: www.planningportal.gov.uk/infrastructure (Planning Inspectorate's National
Infrastructure Planning portal)
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Date:
28 April 2014
Our ref: 7209/117262
Your ref: EN010055_2362652

Helen Lancaster
Senior EIA and Land Rights Advisor
Major Applications and Plans
The Planning Inspectorate
Temple Quay House
Temple Quay
Bristol
BS1 6PN

Customer Services
Hornbeam House
Crewe Business Park
Electra Way
Crewe
Cheshire
CW1 6GJ
T 0300 060 3900

BY EMAIL ONLY
Helen.lancaster@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk

Dear Helen
Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2009 (as amended) – Regulations 8 and 9
Application by Wrexham Energy Centre for an Order Granting Development Consent for the
Wrexham Energy Centre
Scoping consultation and notification of the applicant’s contact details and duty to make
available information to the applicant if requested
Thank you for your consultation on the above dated and received by Natural England on 01 April
2014.
Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the
natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future
generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development.
Natural England has previously responded to a scoping consultation for this project in December
2012.
The Scoping Report (March 2014) states that this proposed development will now comprise a new
CCGT power station at Wrexham Industrial Estate in North Wales which will have an electrical
generation capacity of up to 299 megawatts (MW) and that it will require a connection from the
national gas transmission network. The proposed connection to the electricity grid via a 400kV
overhead line has been removed from the project.
Natural England is commenting on this EIA Scoping Report in the context of our remit and as a
prescribed consultee under the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2009 (as amended) (The EIA Regulations), The Infrastructure Planning (Applications:
Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009 and The Conservation of Habitats and Species
Regulations 2010 (as amended)1.

Our comments focus on indirect impacts arising from the proposed development with regard to
1

See also PINS Advice Note 11 and Annex C - Natural England and the Planning Inspectorate
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possible terrestrial impacts within England, including cross-border nature conservation and
landscape impacts.
Natural England does not consider that this proposed development poses any likely or
significant risk to those features of the natural environment 2 for which we would otherwise
provide a more detailed consultation response and so does not wish to make specific
comment on the details of this consultation.
The lack of case specific comment from Natural England should not be interpreted as a statement
that there are no impacts on the natural environment. Other bodies and individuals, such as Natural
Resources Wales (NRW), may make comments that will help the Planning Inspectorate to fully take
account of the environmental value of this site in the decision making process, in particular, the
possible impacts resulting from this proposal on the following when determining this application:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Internationally and nationally designated sites within Wales
Protected species
Regionally and Locally Important Sites
Habitats and Species of Principal Importance
Landscapes
Soil and Agricultural Land Quality
Air Quality

Should the proposal be amended in a way which is likely to give rise to significant cross-border
effects on the natural environment then, in accordance with Section 4 of the Natural Environment
and Rural Communities Act 2006, Natural England should be consulted again.
We would be happy to comment further should the need arise but if in the meantime you have any
queries please do not hesitate to contact us. For any queries relating to the specific advice in this
letter only please contact David Carter on 01653 696082. For any new consultations, or to provide
further information on this consultation please send your correspondence to
consultations@naturalengland.org.uk.
Yours sincerely
David Carter
Sustainable Development Lead Adviser
Lancashire, Merseyside, Greater Manchester & Cheshire Area Team
Direct dial: 01653 696082
Email: david.carter@naturalengland.org.uk

cc

Gareth Thomas, Planning Liaison Officer, Natural Resources Wales

2

Cases which might affect a SSSI, Natura 2000 site, National Park, Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty or a large population of a
protected species and/or cases or generic issues which affect a large suite of sites or may set a precedent and thereby affect a significant
quantity of habitat across the country
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Ein cyf/Our ref: NT/2014/115681/01-L03
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Llwyn Brain
Ffordd Penlan
Parc Menai
Bangor, Gwynedd, LL57 4DE
Ebost/Email: Gareth.Thomas@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk
Ffôn/Phone: (01248) 48 4075

Helen Lancaster
Senior EIA and Land Rights Adviser
The Planning Inspectorate
3/18 Eagle Wing
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Bristol
BS1 6PN
Dyddiad/Date:

25th April 2014

Annwyl Ms Lancaster / Dear Ms Lancaster,
CANOLFAN EGNI WRECSAM ARFAETHEDIG – YMGYNGHORIAD CWMPASU AEA
PROPOSED WREXHAM ENERGY CENTRE - EIA SCOPING CONSULTATION
BRYN LANE, WREXHAM INDUSTRIAL ESTATE, WREXHAM, LL13 9UT
Diolch am y cyfle i gyflwyno sylwadau ar yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu ar Ganolfan Ynni arfaethedig yn
Wrecsam a ddaeth i law ar 1 Ebrill 2014. Mae ein sylwadau fel a ganlyn:
Trwyddedu Amgylcheddol
Daw'r datblygiad arfaethedig o dan ofynion y Rheoliadau Trwyddedu Amgylcheddol (Cymru a
Lloegr) 2010, fel y’i diwygiwyd (yn benodol y Gyfarwyddeb ar allyriadau diwydiannol) a hefyd
ofynion yr holl gyfarwyddebau gan gynnwys Cyfarwyddeb 2012/27/EU ar Effeithlonrwydd Ynni.
Bydd unrhyw effeithiau ar aer a allai godi, ac felly, unrhyw fesurau rheoli, yn cael eu cynnwys yn y
drwydded honno.
Rydyn ni'n argymell yn gryf y dylai'r datblygwyr ddechrau trafod y broses hon gyda Chyfoeth
Naturiol Cymru gynted â bo modd os nad ydyn nhw eisoes wedi gwneud hynny, Fe’u cynghorir
felly i gysylltu â Julie Bradford, Swyddog Cefnogi Trwyddedu Technegol ar 01244 89 4560, neu’r
Ganolfan Gefnogi Trwyddedu ar 0300 065 3000.
Bioamrwyiaeth
Safleoedd Statudol
Nid yw 'ôl troed’ y safle na choridor y bibell nwy o fewn ffiniau unrhyw safleoedd o dan
warchodaeth statudol Prydeinig nac Ewropeaidd. Mae llwybr arfaethedig y bibell yn croesi Afon
Clywedog, llednant o Afon Ddyfrdwy, ac Ardal Cadwraeth Arbennig Llyn Tegid. Rydyn ni felly’n
cynghori y gallai'r cynnig effeithio ar y safle Ewropeaidd hon. Bydd yn rhaid, felly, i gwmpawd yr
Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol, gynnwys digon o wybodaeth ar gyfer dibenion yr asesu

Tŷ Cambria • 29 Heol Casnewydd • Caerdydd • CF24 0TP
Cambria House • 29 Newport Road • Cardiff • CF24 0TP
Croesewir gohebiaeth yn y Gymraeg a’r Saesneg
Correspondence welcomed in Welsh and English

angenrheidiol o dan Reoliad 61 o Reoliadau Gwarchod Cynefinoedd a Rhywogaeth 2010 (fel y’i
diwygiwyd).
Rydyn ni o’r farn y dylid cyflwyno digon o wybodaeth ar gyfer asesu’r canlynol:
(i)
Yr effeithiau a ragwelir yn codi o 'oeryddion aer'. Dylid defnyddio'r
canllawiau a gyhoeddwyd ar gyfer asesu nodweddion yr Ardal Cadwraeth
Arbennig.
(ii)
Effeithiau’r bwriad ar rywogaethau symudol, yn enwedig, yn yr achos hwn, ar
ddyfrgwn, a
(iii)
Goblygiadau echdynnu rhagor o ddŵr. Mae'r amcanion cadwraeth
presennol yn nodi terfynau sydd eisoes wedi’u pennu ynghylch ansawdd dŵr
yn yr Ardal Cadwraeth Arbennig.
Rhywogaethau
Mae’r cwmpasu’n cadarnhau y bydd yr Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol yn ystyried y goblygiadau
ar gyfer rhywogaethau o dan warchodaeth Brydeinig ac Ewropeaidd. Yn ein barn ni, y rhywogaeth
sydd fwyaf tebygol o gael ei heffeithio yw’r fadfall fawr gribog. O ran asesiadau, dylai effeithiau
negyddol gynnwys hefyd ddifrod neu ddirywiad, a hefyd ddal / ladd yn anfwriadol, yn ystod
cyfnodau gweithio a dadgomisiynu y cynllun.
Dylai’r Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol gynnwys ystyriaeth o’r safle yng nghyd-destun ehangach
ardal gyda chasgliad ardderchog o boblogaethau o'r Fadfall Fawr Gribog (Gorllewin a Dwyrain) yn
ogystal â hanes o ddatblygu, gwneud iawn a lliniaru y dylid talu sylw iddo wrth ystyried effeithiau
cynllun y pwerdy. Yn ein barn ni, mae'r casgliad cyffredin o boblogaethau yn ac o amgylch Ystâd
Ddiwydiannol Wrecsam yn debyg o fod o arwyddocâd cenedlaethol.
Mae yna brosiectau o’r blaen, sydd yn rhedeg ac sydd yn cael eu cynnig, ger Bryn Lane a'r hen
safle Firestone. Rydyn ni’n cynghori, felly, y dylid talu sylw i effeithiau ar y cyd a chronnol y
prosiect newydd yn narpariaethau'r Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol. Dylai’r effeithiau cronnol
hefyd ystyried y gwaith ar y bibell nwy ac wrth gysylltu â’r grid.
Dylai’r ymgeisydd gynnwys modelu ar gyfer ei gynnwys yn yr asesiad o effeithiau ar y Fadfall Fawr
Gribog. Y materion sylweddol a fydd angen sylw fel rhan o'r gwaith modelu fydd effeithiau colli
cynefin, hollti cynefin a thystiolaeth o'r effeithiau’r gwaith lliniaru / gwneud iawn a ragwelir. Bydd
angen ystyried y statws cadwraeth ffafriol presennol.
Rydyn ni’n cynghori y dylai asesiadau ystyried materion ynghylch dal / lladd amffibiaid yn
ddamweiniol yn ystod cyfnodau adeiladu, gweithio a dadgomisynu’r cynllun. Er mwyn lleihau
effeithiau’r problemau ynghylch dal / lladd yn anfwriadol rydyn ni'n cynghori na ddylai systemau
rheoli dŵr wyneb gynnwys potiau gyli. Yn hytrach, rydyn ni’n annog defnyddio technegau Cynllun
Draenio Trefol Cynaliadwy (SUDS).
Dylid cynnwys canlyniadau arolygon o byllau ar ochr ddwyreiniol y B5130 yn yr asesiad o
effeithiau’r bibell nwy yn ogystal ag yn yr asesiad ar y safle ei hunan. Dylid defnyddio gwaith
modelu’r Fadfall Fawr Gribog yn yr arolygon wedi’u targedu yn yr ardaloedd a nodir fel
‘tebygolrwydd uchel’. Ymhellach, rydyn ni’n annog defnyddio technegau newydd, megis casglu
samplau dŵr ar gyfer dadansoddiadau amgylcheddol o DNA, er mwyn sefydlu presenoldeb /
absenoldeb mewn pyllau ger y bibell nwy nad oedd yn rhan o'r arolwg.
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O ran dyfrgwn, dylai asesiadau ystyried y statws cadwriaethol a’r amcanion cadwriaethol ar gyfer y
rhywogaeth gan ei fod wedi'i rhestru fel nodwedd yn yr Ardal Cadwraeth Arbennig.
Rydyn ni’n cytuno gyda’r cynigion ar gyfer rhywogaethau eraill o dan warchodaeth.
Rydyn ni’n ystyried fod cwmpawd yr Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol yn ystyried rhywogaethau a
restrir o dan ddarpariaethau Adran 42 Deddf yr Amgylchedd Naturiol a Chymunedau Gwledig a
Chynllun Gweithredu Bioamrywiaeth Wrecsam. Rydyn ni, felly, yn cytuno â’r cynigion a restrir yn y
cwmpawd a gyflwynwyd ar gyfer yr Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol.
Rydyn ni’n gofyn yn garedig am i unrhyw ddata y bydd ei angen i gefnogi trwyddedau
rhywogaethau a safle gael ei gyflwyno gyda'r cais am Orchymyn Caniatâd Datblygu. Mae hyn er
mwyn sicrhau na fydd oedi gyda'r ceisiadau ar gyfer y trwyddedau hynny. Rydyn ni hefyd yn
cynghori y dylai’r cyflwyniad o drwyddedau drafft gynnwys lleoliadau’r ardaloedd gwneud iawn ar
fformat GIS.
Mae’n rhaid i fanylion yr Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol a'r drwydded gysgod ystyried a thalu
sylw priodol i faterion ynghylch diogeledd y safle yn y tymor hir, rheolaeth yn y tymor hir a
wardeinio yn y tymor hir.
Cynefinoedd
Mae ein sylwadau ynghylch cynefinoedd fel a ganlyn:
(i)
(ii)

(iii)

Bydd yn rhaid i’r ymgeisydd amlygu ‘maes llwyd’ fel math o gynefin Cynllun
Gweithredu Bioamrywiaeth;
Bydd yn rhaid arolygu ac asesu cynefinoedd o dan ddarpariaethau Adran 42
Deddf yr Amgylchedd Naturiol a Chymunedau Gwledig a Chynllun
Bioamrwyiaeth Wrecsam; a
Cynefinoedd a restrir o dan Anecs 1 ac Erthygl 10 (h.y. cynefinoedd cerrig
camu a llinellol) y Gyfarwyddeb Cynefinoedd.

Bio-ddiogeledd
Rydyn ni’n ystyried fod bio-ddiogeledd yn ystyriaeth faterol oherwydd natur a lleoliad y cynnig. Yn
yr achos hwn, mae materion bio-ddiogeledd yn codi ynghylch rhywogaethau ymwthiol anfrodorol
ac afiechydon. Rydyn ni'n gofyn felly am gynnwys Asesiad Risg Bio-ddiogeledd yn narpariaethau’r
Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol.
Rydyn ni’n ystyried fod yn rhaid i’r asesiad gynnwys (i) mesurau priodol i reoli rhywogaethau
ymwthiol anfrodorol ar y safle a (ii) mesurau neu waith a fyddai'n rhwystro eu cyflwyno ar y safle yn
ystod cyfnodau adeiladu, gweithredu a dadgomisiynu'r cynllun.
Ymgynghori gyda Chyrff Eraill
Rydyn ni’n argymell y dylai’r ymgeiswyr ymgynghori hefyd gyda’r cyrff / sefydliadau canlynol:
(i)
(ii)
(iii)
(iv)

Yr Ymddiriedolaeth Genedlaethol
Cadwraeth y Glöyn Byw
Cadwraeth Amffibiaid ac Ymlusgiaid
Ymddiriedolaeth Bywyd Gwyllt Gogledd Cymru; a
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(v)

Bywyd Gwyllt Gogledd Ddwyrain Cymru

Rydyn ni’n ystyried y dylai’r ymgeisydd gadarnhau gyda pha Sefydliadau An-llywodraethol y mae'n
ymgynghori ar gyfer yr adroddiad Cwmpasu e.e. RSPB.
Y Gyfarwyddeb Fframwaith Dŵr
Mae’n rhaid i’r Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol gynnwys ystyriaeth briodol o amcanion y
Gyfarwyddeb Fframwaith Dŵr i adfer a chadw'r amgylchedd dŵr naturiol. Byddwn yn disgwyl y
byddai hyn yn cynnwys, ond nid wedi ei gyfyngu i:
a. Ystyried ac osgoi effeithiau’r trefniadau oeri a ffefrir ar yr amgylchedd dŵr (e.e. defnyddio system
oeri â dŵr ac effeithiau'r fath system ar ffynonellau echdynnu dŵr a’r amgylchedd a fydd yn derbyn
unrhyw ddŵr a ollyngir.
b. Ystyried ac osgoi effeithio ar yr amgylchedd dŵr yn codi o’r seilwaith y bydd ei angen ar gyfer
gweithredu’r cynllun. Er enghraifft, mae’r coridor sy’n cael ei ddangos ar hyn o bryd ar gyfer y
bibell nwy i’r de o’r brif safle’n croesi nifer o fân gyrsiau dŵr ac, yn fwyaf arwyddocaol, Afon
Clywedog. Dylai’r gwaith dros dro a seilwaith parhaol dalu sylw i pa mor sensitif yw'r cyrsiau dŵr
(gan gynnwys amser y flwyddyn a chyfnodau silio pysgod) a bod mor amddiffynnol â phosibl o ffurf
a swyddogaeth naturiol y cyrsiau dŵr a'r rhywogaethau cysylltiedig yn yr afonydd, yn ogystal â
chydymffurfio gyda deddfwriaeth amddiffyn bywyd gwyllt. Ar gyfer Afon Clywedog, dylai hyn
gynnwys ystyriaeth o swyddogaeth naturiol y gorlifdir a'r symudiad neu'r toriad tebygol yn sianel
symudol yr afon yn y dyfodol h.y. dylai’r bibell gael ei gosod yn ddigon dwfn yn y gorlifdir ac o dan
lefel gwely presennol yr afon fel na fydd yn amharu ar y prosesau geomorffolegol yn awr nac yn y
dyfodol na bod angen gwaith yn y dyfodol er mwyn amddiffyn y bibell pe byddai gwely’r afon yn
symud i'r ochr neu’n dyfnhau.
Peryglon Llifogydd a Draenio
Rydyn ni’n croesawu’r ymrwymiad i baratoi Asesiad Canlyniadau Llifogydd i gefnogi’r datblygiad
arfaethedig ac yn cytuno’n fras gyda'r dulliau a amlinellir yn adran 6. Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu
yn nodi’n gywir nad yw’r safle mewn parth llifogydd yn ôl Mapiau Ymgynghorol Datblygu TAN15.
Fodd bynnag, efallai fod yna broblemau llifogydd yn gysylltiedig â’r cyrsiau dŵr llai, dŵr wyneb neu
ddŵr daear – efallai bod gan yr Awdurdod Lleol wybodaeth ychwanegol ynghylch llifogydd o'r
ffynonellau hyn. Mae rhan o'r safle yn cael ei dangos mewn perygl yn ôl 'Map Llifogydd ar gyfer
Dŵr Wyneb'.
Mae'r Adroddiad yn nodi Cynlluniau Draenio Trefol Cynaliadwy (SuDS) fel ffordd o reoli dŵr ffo
oddi ar y safle. Rydyn ni’n awgrymu’n gwryf, fel rhan o’r Asesiad Rheoli Llifogydd, y dylid paratoi
dyluniad draeniau dŵr wyneb gan ddefnyddio egwyddorion Suddes i sicrhau nad oes ond y lleiaf
posibl o ddŵr yn rhedeg o’r safle. Bydd hyn yn lleihau peryglon llifogydd o fannau eraill. Nodir y
gallai fod yna gyfyngiadau ar ollwng dŵr i ddŵr daear, ond, os mai dyma’r achos, gallai technegau
SuDS eraill fod yn bosibl e.e. pyllau cydbwyso.
Mae llwybrau’r cysylltiadau â’r grid trydan a chyda nwy naturiol yn croesi cyrsiau dŵr sydd wedi’u
nodi’n brif afonydd. Mae hyn yn wir hefyd am y llwybrau amgen. Bydd unrhyw groesiad o brif afon
– un ai o dan neu uwch ben y sianel - angen Caniatâd Amddiffyn Llifogydd gan Cyfoeth Naturiol
Cymru o dan delerau Deddf Adnoddau Dŵr 1991 (adran 109). Dylid cysylltu â Lucy Stephenson,
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Peiriannydd Dadansoddi Perygl Llifogydd ar 01244 894582 i gael rhagor o gyngor ynghylch y
broses ganiatáu.
Dŵr daear
Mae ein sylwadau blaenorol ar y fersiwn gynharach o’r cynnig ac ar Adroddiad Cwmpasu’r Asesiad
Effeithiau Amgylcheddol yn dal yn berthnasol. Ail adroddir y rhain isod.
Mae breguster dŵr daear ac effeithiau llygredd o’r tir wedi’u cynnwys yn yr asesiad cwmpasu a
dylid eu cynnwys yn yr Adroddiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol.
Rydyn ni’n codi un pwynt ynghylch asesu bregustra’r dŵr daear. Tabl 9: Mae pwysigrwydd
priodoleddau amgylcheddol nodwedd neu adnodd dŵr yn dangos enghreifftiau o reng y
pwysigrwydd e.e. dyfrhaen yn cyflenwi dŵr yfed i gymunedau mawr neu fach ayb. Mae’n bwysig
ystyried pa ddefnydd y gellid ei wneud, yn realistig, o’r ddyfrhaen yn y dyfodol. Er enghraifft, er
efallai nad yw dŵr o ddyfrhaen yn cael ei ddefnyddio fel dŵr yfed ar hyn o bryd, gallai fod yn
adnodd ar gyfer y dyfodol, mae hyn yn neilltuol o bwysig o gofio am newid hinsawdd. Ni ddylid
bychanu'r adnoddau a allai fod ar gael mewn dyfrhaenau a dylid eu cynnwys fel rhan o werthusiad
yr effeithiau.
Bydd y dogfennau canlynol yn ganllawiau a / neu yn ffynonellau cyfeirio defnyddio ar gyfer asesu’r
perygl i ddŵr daear a thir halogedig:
1 Dogfen Asiantaeth yr Amgylchedd, Groundwater protection: Principles and practice (GP3)
2 Dogfennau egwyddorion arweiniol ar gyfer tir halogedig, nodir tair dogfen wahanol isod
Egwyddorion arweiniol ar gyfer tir halogedig – Trosolwg
http://publications.environment-agency.gov.uk/pdf/GEHO1109BRGY-e-e.pdf
Egwyddorion arweiniol ar gyfer tir halogedig – Cwestiynau a ofynnir yn aml
http://publications.environment-agency.gov.uk/pdf/GEHO1109BRGZ-e-e.pdf
Egwyddorion arweiniol ar gyfer tir halogedig – Adrodd ymarfer da
http://publications.environment-agency.gov.uk/pdf/GEHO1109BRHA-e-e.pdf
3.

CLR11, Model Procedures for the Management of Land Contamination

4. “Piling into Contaminated Sites”, cyhoeddiad rhif a
5. “Piling in layered ground: risks to groundwater and archaeology”, Côd cynnyrch
SCHO0906BLLU-E-E
Dylai fersiynau diweddaraf yr holl ddogfennau uchod fod ar gael ar wefan gov.uk.
Byddwn yn disgwyl i’r datblygwr gysylltu â ni unwaith y bydd y gwaith adeiladu wedi'i gadarnhau i
drafod manylion dulliau adeiladu'r pwerdy a'r bibell nwy er mwyn lleihau cymaint â phosibl ar yr
effeithiau amgylcheddol. Mae yna echdyniadau pwysig o ddŵr daear, gyda Pharth Amddiffyn
Ffynhonnell, (Calypso Drinks) ar yr Ystâd Ddiwydiannol gyfagos. Byddwn yn disgwyl gweld holl
ganllawiau rhwystro llygredd Asiantaeth yr Amgylchedd yn y dogfennau canllaw yn cael eu
mabwysiadu a’u dilyn fel ymarfer gorau.
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Echdynnu Dŵr
Rydyn ni’n nodi mai’r dewis â ffefrir erbyn hyn yw aer-oeri. Os yw oeri â dŵr yn dal yn ddewis,
byddwn yn atgoffa'r ymgeiswyr na fyddwn yn gallu trwyddedu unrhyw echdynnu dŵr na fydd yn
cael ei roi yn ôl o Afon Ddyfrdwy i fyny ‘r afon o Gored Caer. Mae’r dalgylch dŵr wyneb eisoes
wedi’i or-drwyddedu’ ac mae echdyniadau cwmnïau dŵr wedi'u cyfyngu i lai na'u hawl o dan eu
trwyddedau er mwyn amddiffyn 'safonau gwasanaeth' ar gyfer yr afon.
Polisi Cynllunio
Yn yr adran Polisi Cynllunio, dylai fod yna adran yn dangos
a. Cyfrifoldebau Lefel Ewropeaidd megis y Cyfarwyddebau Adar Gwyllt a
Chynefinoedd. Dylid ymestyn cwmpawd y polisi i gynnwys dogfennau Polisi Ynni
Llywodraethau’r DU a Chymru a chyfrifoldebau o dan wahanol ddeddfwriaethau
megis Deddf Cefn Gwlad a Bywyd Gwyllt 1981 ayb.
b. O dan ba ystod o baramedrau y bydd y safle’n gweithredu h.y. fel ag yn Amlen
Rochdale.
c. Dylai’r cyfeiriadau yn y ddogfen fod at fersiwn 6 o Bolisi Cynllunio Cymru (Chwefror
2014); a
d. Dylai cyfeiriadau at bolisïau cynllunio allweddol y Cynllun Datblygu Unedol gael eu
gosod, yn ddelfrydol, ar ddechrau pob pennawd pwnc a hefyd fanylion o sut y bydd
yr Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol yn talu sylw i faterion polisi. Mae’r polisïau
perthnasol yn y Cynllun Datblygu Unedol yn cynnwys y canlynol: PS4; PS6; PS11;
GDP1; EC1; EC4; EC5; EC6; EC7; EC8; EC12; EC14; E3; T10;
Rydyn ni’n croesawu’r cyfeiriad at y Cynllun Teithio Gwyrdd yn yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu.
Dylai’r Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol gynnwys y prosiect yn ei gyfanrwydd. O ran Paragraff 5.3,
dylai’r Asesiad Effeithiau Amgylcheddol gynnwys effeithiau cronnol datblygiadau mawr eraill mewn
ardal astudiaeth ddiffiniedig.
Dylai’r cyfeiriad ym mharagraff 6.17 fod at Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru.
Os hoffech holi unrhyw beth ynghylch yr uchod, mae croeso i chi gysylltu â mi, mae'r manylion
cyswllt isod.
______________________________________________________________________
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Scoping Report to the proposed Wrexham
Energy Centre, which we received on the 1st April 2014. We have the following comments:
Environmental Permitting
The proposed development is subject to the requirements of The Environmental Permitting
(England and Wales) Regulations 2010, as amended (in particular by the Directive 2010/75/EU on
industrial emissions) and the requirements of all relevant directives including Directive 2012/27/EU
on Energy Efficiency.
Any potential air quality impacts, and therefore any controls, will be included within this permit.
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We strongly recommend that the developers begin discussion with Natural Resources Wales
regarding this process as soon as possible if they have not already done so. They are therefore
advised to contact Julie Bradford, Permitting Technical Support Officer on 01244 89 4560, or the
Permitting Support Centre on 0300 065 3000.

Biodiversity
Statutory Sites
The 'footprint' of the site and gas pipeline corridor is not located within the boundaries of any British
or European statutory protected sites. The proposed route of the pipeline crosses the Afon
Clywedog, a tributary of the River Dee and Bala Lake Special Area of Conservation. We therefore
advise that the proposal may have implications for this European site. The scope of the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) must therefore include sufficient information for the
purposes of informing required assessments under Regulation 61 of the Conservation of Habitats
and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended).
We consider that information provided will need to sufficient for the purposes of assessing the
following:
(iv)
The predicted effects of 'air coolants'. Published guidelines should be used
to inform assessment on SAC features;
(v)
The impacts of the proposal on mobile species, which in respect of this case
is principally the otter; and
(vi)
The implications of further water extraction. Current conservation objectives
identify pre-determined ranges of water quantity for the SAC.
Species
The scope confirms that EIA will consider implications of the proposal on British and European
protected species. In our view, the species most likely to be affected is the great crested newt. In
respect of future assessments, negative effects should also include damage or deterioration, and
also incidental capture/ killing during operational and decommissioning phases of the proposal.
The EIA should include consideration of the site in the wider context of an area with an outstanding
assemblage of Great Crested Newts (GCN) populations (West and East) and a past history of
development, compensation and mitigation which should be taken into account when looking at the
impact of the power station scheme. In our view, the overall assemblage of populations within and
in the environs of Wrexham Industrial Estate is likely to be of national significance.
There are previous, concurrent and proposed projects in the environs of Bryn Lane and the former
Firestone site. We therefore advise that both in-combination and cumulative effects of this new
project should be addressed within the provisions of the EIA. In-combination effects should also
consider the pipeline and grid connection works.
The applicants will need to include modelling for informing the assessment of impact in respect of
Great Crested Newts. Material issues that will need to be assessed as part of modelling will be
impacts of habitat loss, habitat severance and evidencing predicted impacts of proposed
mitigation/compensation. Consideration of current and favourable conservation status will be
required.
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We advised that assessments consider issues concerning incidental capture/killing of amphibians
during construction, operational and decommissioning phases of the scheme. To reduce the
impact of issues concerning incidental capture/killing, we advise that surface water management
systems do not include gulley pots. Instead, we advocate the utilization of Sustainable Urban
Drainage Scheme (SUDS) techniques.
Surveys of ponds on the eastern side of the B5130 would inform the pipeline impact assessment
as well as the site itself. GCN modelling for this part of Wales could be used to inform the targeted
surveys in areas identified as ‘high probability’. Furthermore we advocate the utilization of new
techniques, such as the collection of water samples for subsequent environmental DNA analysis,
to establish presence/absence in ponds near the pipeline that haven't yet been subject to survey.
In respect of otter, assessments will need to consider both conservation status and the
conservation objectives for the species, owing to its listing as an SAC feature.
We concur with proposals in respect of other protected species.
We consider the scope of the EIA considers species listed under the provisions of Section 42 of the
Natural Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 and the Wrexham Biodiversity Action Plan.
We therefore concur with proposals listed within the submitted scope of the EIA.
We kindly request that any data needed to support species and sites licences is submitted with any
Development Consent Order application. This is to ensure that the applications for such licences
are not delayed. We also advise that submission of draft licences includes the locations of
proposed compensation areas in GIS format.
The detail of the EIA and shadow licence must consider and appropriately address issues
associated with long term site security, long term management and long term wardening.
Habitats
Our comments in respect of habitats are as follows:
(iv)
(v)

(vi)

The applicants will need to highlight 'brown field' as a BAP habitat type;
Habitats listed under the provisions of Section 42 of the Natural Environment
and Rural Communities Act 2006 and the Wrexham Biodiversity Action Plan
will need to be subject to survey and assessment; and
Habitats listed under Annex I and Article 10 (i.e. stepping stone and linear
habitats) of the Habitats Directive.

Biosecurity
We consider biosecurity to be a material consideration owing to the nature and location of the
proposal. In this case, biosecurity issues concern invasive non native species (INNS) and
diseases. We therefore request that a Biosecurity Risk Assessment will need to be submitted
within the provisions of the EIA.
We consider that this assessment must include (i) appropriate measures to control any Invasive
Non-Native Species (INNS) on site; and (ii) measures or actions that aim to prevent INNS being
introduced to the site during construction, operational and decommissioning phases of the scheme.
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Consultation with Other Bodies
We recommend that the applicants also consult the following bodies/organizations:
(vi)
(vii)
(viii)
(ix)
(x)

National Trust;
Butterfly Conservation;
Amphibian and Reptile Conservation;
North Wales Wildlife Trust; and
North East Wales Wildlife.

We consider the applicant should confirm what Non-Governmental Organisations they are
consulting within the Scoping report e.g. Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB).
Water Framework Directive
Appropriate consideration of Water Framework Directive objectives to restore and conserve the
natural water environment must form part of the EIA. We would expect this to include, but not
necessarily be limited to:
a. Considering and avoiding impacts of the preferred cooling mechanism on the water
environment (e.g. use of a water cooling system and the effects of such a system on the water
abstraction source, and the receiving environment for any water discharged)
b. Considering and avoiding impacts on the water environment arising from the infrastructure
required for operation of the plant. For example, the currently outlined gas pipeline route corridor to
the south of the main site crosses a number of small watercourses and most significantly the River
Clywedog. The temporary works (including time of year and fish spawning periods) and permanent
infrastructure should take into account the sensitivities of watercourses and be as protective as
possible of the natural form and function of the watercourses and associated riparian species, as
well as complying with wildlife protection legislation. For the River Clywedog this should include
consideration of natural functioning of the flood plain and likely future lateral migration or incision of
the meandering river channel, i.e. the pipe should be placed sufficiently below floodplain ground
level and current river bed level so that it will not interfere with geomorphological processes now
and in the future, or require the need for future intervention in order to protect the pipeline from
lateral or vertical river channel migration.

Drainage and Flood Risk
We welcome the commitment to produce a FCA (Flood Consequences Assessment) to support the
proposed development and broadly agree with the approach outlined in section 6. The Scoping
Report correctly identifies that the site is not within a flood zone identified in the TAN15
Development Advice Maps. There may, however, be flooding issues related to the smaller
watercourses, surface water or groundwater - the Local Authority may be able to provide additional
information on flooding from these sources. Parts of the site are shown to be at risk according to
the Flood Map for Surface Water.
The Report identifies SuDS (Sustainable Drainage Schemes) as a means of controlling runoff from
the site. We strongly suggest that, as part of the FCA, a surface water drainage design should be
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produced which should use SuDS principals to ensure that the surface water runoff rate from the
site is minimised. This will minimise the risk of flooding elsewhere. It is noted that there may be
constraints on discharging to groundwater, however if this is the case, then other SuDS techniques
will be viable e.g. balancing ponds.
The routes for the electrical grid connection and the natural gas connections both cross
watercourses which are designated main-rivers. This is also true of the alternative routes. Any
crossing of a main river - either beneath or above the channel - require Flood Defence Consent
from Natural Resources Wales under the terms of the Water Resources Act 1991 (section 109).
For further advice on the consent process, the applicant should contact Lucy Stephenson, Flood
Risk Analysis Engineer on 01244 894582.
Groundwater
Our previous comments on the earlier version of the proposal and the EIA Scoping Report remain
relevant and applicable. These are reiterated below.
Groundwater vulnerability and impacts from land contamination have been included in the scoping
assessment and are to be included in the Environmental Impact Assessment.
We raise one point with respect to the assessment of groundwater vulnerability. Table 9:
Importance of the environmental attributes of the water feature or resource, gives examples of the
rank of importance, e.g. aquifer providing potable supply to large or small communities, etc. It is
important to consider the future plausible resource of an aquifer. For example, while an aquifer
may not be being currently exploited for drinking water, it may represent a future resource; this is
particularly important in the light of climate change. The potential resources of the aquifers should
not be underestimated and should be included as part of the evaluation of impact.
The following documents will be useful guidance and/or sources of reference with respect to
assessing the risks to groundwater and contaminated land:
1. Environment Agency’s Groundwater protection: Principles and practice (GP3)
2. Guiding principles for land contamination (GPLC) documents, three separate documents
noted below
·
Guiding principles for land contamination – Overview
http://publications.environment-agency.gov.uk/pdf/GEHO1109BRGY-e-e.pdf
·
Guiding principles for land contamination – FAQs
http://publications.environment-agency.gov.uk/pdf/GEHO1109BRGZ-e-e.pdf
·
Guiding principles for land contamination - Good practice reporting
http://publications.environment-agency.gov.uk/pdf/GEHO1109BRHA-e-e.pdf
3. CLR11, Model Procedures for the Management of Land Contamination
4. “Piling into Contaminated Sites”, publication number SCHO0202BISW-E-E, and
5. “Piling in layered ground: risks to groundwater and archaeology”, Product code:
SCHO0906BLLU-E-E
The latest versions of all the above documents should be available on the gov.uk website.
We would expect the developer to liaise with us once the build is confirmed to discuss the detail of
methods of construction of the plant and gas pipeline so that environmental impacts can be
minimised. There are important groundwater abstractions, with a Source Protection Zone (Calypso
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NSIP Consultations
CRCE
Chilton, Didcot
Oxon OX11 0RQ

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

T +44 (0)1235 831600
F +44 (0)1235 833891
www.gov.uk/phe

Your Ref:

EN010055_2362652

Our Ref:

140401 310

23rd April 2014

Dear Ms Lancaster,
Re: Wrexham Energy Centre
Request for Scoping Opinion
Wrexham Energy Centre has asked the Planning Inspectorate (PIN) for its opinion
(“scoping opinion”) on the information to be provided in an Environmental Statement
(ES) relating to a proposal for a combined cycle gas turbine (CCGT) power station
up to 299 MWe, integral gas pipeline and other infrastructure works at Wrexham
Industrial Estate, North Wales. The request for a scoping opinion is a precursor to
an intensive and detailed independent assessment of the environmental impact of
the proposed development.
Public Health England (PHE) is a statutory consultee at the pre-application and
application stages for NSIPs “which are likely to involve chemicals, poisons or
radiation which could potentially cause harm to people and likely to affect
significantly public health.”1 For those NSIP applications subject to Environmental
Impact Assessment (EIA), PHE is a consultation body under the Infrastructure
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009.
PHE’s enclosed response focuses on health protection issues relating to chemicals
and radiation. The advice offered by PHE is impartial and independent. In order to
ensure that health is fully and comprehensively considered, the Environmental
Statement (ES) should provide sufficient information to allow the potential impact of
the development on public health to be fully assessed.
PHE, which includes PHE’s Centre for Radiation, Chemical and Environmental
Hazards (Wales), has reviewed the Environmental Scoping Report submitted (dated
March 2014) alongside the request for a scoping opinion and has noted the
developers proposed changes. PHE is satisfied with the proposed methodology for

1

Cited in the Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescr bed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009 as amended

assessing human health described in this document and would refer you to our
previous response to the former proposal submitted on 24th December 2012.
PHE will provide further comments when the ES becomes available. The ES report
should include any cumulative impacts on the local vicinity that may occur during the
proposed project. Should the promoter or their agents wish to discuss our
recommendations or seek specific advice prior to the submission of the ES, PHE
would of course be pleased to assist.

Yours sincerely

Antonio Peña Fernández
Public Health Scientist
nsipconsultations@phe.gov.uk

Please mark any correspondence for the attention of National Infrastructure Planning
Administration.

Appendix: PHE recommendations regarding the scoping document

General approach
The EIA should give consideration to best practice guidance such as the
Government’s Good Practice Guide for EIA2. It is important that the EIA identifies
and assesses the potential public health impacts of the activities at, and emissions
from, the installation. Assessment should consider the development, operational,
and decommissioning phases.
The EIA Directive3 requires that ESs include a description of the aspects of the
environment likely to be significantly affected by the development, including
“population”. The EIA should provide sufficient information for PHE to fully assess
the potential impact of the development on public health. PHE will only consider
information contained or referenced in a separate section of the ES
summarising the impact of the proposed development on public health:
summarising risk assessments, proposed mitigation measures, and residual impacts.
This section should summarise key information and conclusions relating to human
health impacts contained in other sections of the application (e.g. in the separate
sections dealing with: air quality, emissions to water, waste, contaminated land etc.)
without undue duplication. Compliance with the requirements of National Policy
Statements and relevant guidance and standards should be highlighted.
It is not PHE’s role to undertake these assessments on behalf of promoters as this
would conflict with PHE’s role as an impartial and independent body.
Consideration of alternatives (including alternative sites, choice of process, and the
phasing of construction) is widely regarded as good practice. Ideally, EIA should
start at the stage of site and process selection, so that the environmental merits of
practicable alternatives can be properly considered. Where this is undertaken, the
main alternatives considered should be outlined in the ES4.
The following text covers a range of issues that PHE would expect to be addressed
by the promoter. However this list is not exhaustive and the onus is on the promoter
to ensure that the relevant public health issues are identified and addressed. PHE’s
advice and recommendations carry no statutory weight and constitute non-binding
guidance.

2

Environmental Impact Assessment: A guide to good practice and procedures - A consultation paper; 2006; Department for
Communities and Local Government. Available from:
http://www.communities.gov.uk/archived/publications/planningandbuilding/environmentalimpactassessment
3
Directive 85/337/EEC (as amended) on the assessment of the effects of certain public and private projects on the
environment. Available from: http://eur-lex.europa.eu/LexUriServ/LexUriServ.do?uri=CONSLEG:1985L0337:20090625:EN:PDF
4
DCLG guidance, 1999 http://www.communities.gov.uk/documents/planningandbuilding/pdf/155958.pdf

Receptors
The ES should clearly identify the development’s location and the location and
distance from the development of off-site human receptors that may be affected by
emissions from, or activities at, the development. Off-site human receptors may
include people living in residential premises; people working in commercial, and
industrial premises and people using transport infrastructure (such as roads and
railways), recreational areas, and publicly-accessible land. Consideration should also
be given to environmental receptors such as the surrounding land, watercourses,
surface and groundwater, and drinking water supplies such as wells, boreholes and
water abstraction points.
Impacts arising from construction and decommissioning
Any assessment of impacts arising from emissions due to construction and
decommissioning should consider potential impacts on all receptors and describe
monitoring and mitigation during these phases. Construction and decommissioning
will be associated with vehicle movements and cumulative impacts should be
accounted for.
We would expect the promoter to follow best practice guidance during all phases
from construction to decommissioning to ensure appropriate measures are in place
to mitigate any potential impact on health from emissions (point source, fugitive and
traffic-related). An effective Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP)
(and Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan (DEMP)) will help provide
reassurance that activities are well managed. The promoter should ensure that there
are robust mechanisms in place to respond to any complaints of traffic-related
pollution, during construction, operation, and decommissioning of the facility.
Emissions to air and water
Significant impacts are unlikely to arise from installations which employ Best
Available Techniques (BAT) and which meet regulatory requirements concerning
emission limits and design parameters. However, PHE has a number of comments
regarding emissions in order that the EIA provides a comprehensive assessment of
potential impacts.
When considering a baseline (of existing environmental quality) and in the
assessment and future monitoring of impacts these:


should include appropriate screening assessments and detailed dispersion
modelling where this is screened as necessary



should encompass all pollutants which may be emitted by the installation in
combination with all pollutants arising from associated development and
transport, ideally these should be considered in a single holistic assessment



should consider the construction, operational, and decommissioning phases



should consider the typical operational emissions and emissions from start-up,
shut-down, abnormal operation and accidents when assessing potential impacts
and include an assessment of worst-case impacts



should fully account for fugitive emissions



should include appropriate estimates of background levels



should identify cumulative and incremental impacts (i.e. assess cumulative
impacts from multiple sources), including those arising from associated
development, other existing and proposed development in the local area, and
new vehicle movements associated with the proposed development; associated
transport emissions should include consideration of non-road impacts (i.e. rail,
sea, and air)



should include consideration of local authority, Environment Agency, Defra
national network, and any other local site-specific sources of monitoring data



should compare predicted environmental concentrations to the applicable
standard or guideline value for the affected medium (such as UK Air Quality
Standards and Objectives and Environmental Assessment Levels)
 If no standard or guideline value exists, the predicted exposure to humans
should be estimated and compared to an appropriate health-based value
(a Tolerable Daily Intake or equivalent). Further guidance is provided in
Annex 1
 This should consider all applicable routes of exposure e.g. include
consideration of aspects such as the deposition of chemicals emitted to air
and their uptake via ingestion



should identify and consider impacts on residential areas and sensitive receptors
(such as schools, nursing homes and healthcare facilities) in the area(s) which
may be affected by emissions, this should include consideration of any new
receptors arising from future development

Whilst screening of impacts using qualitative methodologies is common practice (e.g.
for impacts arising from fugitive emissions such as dust), where it is possible to
undertake a quantitative assessment of impacts then this should be undertaken.
PHE’s view is that the EIA should appraise and describe the measures that will be
used to control both point source and fugitive emissions and demonstrate that
standards, guideline values or health-based values will not be exceeded due to
emissions from the installation, as described above. This should include
consideration of any emitted pollutants for which there are no set emission limits.
When assessing the potential impact of a proposed installation on environmental
quality, predicted environmental concentrations should be compared to the permitted
concentrations in the affected media; this should include both standards for short
and long-term exposure.

Additional points specific to emissions to air
When considering a baseline (of existing air quality) and in the assessment and
future monitoring of impacts these:


should include consideration of impacts on existing areas of poor air quality e.g.
existing or proposed local authority Air Quality Management Areas (AQMAs)



should include modelling using appropriate meteorological data (i.e. come from
the nearest suitable meteorological station and include a range of years and
worst case conditions)



should include modelling taking into account local topography

Additional points specific to emissions to water
When considering a baseline (of existing water quality) and in the assessment and
future monitoring of impacts these:


should include assessment of potential impacts on human health and not focus
solely on ecological impacts



should identify and consider all routes by which emissions may lead to population
exposure (e.g. surface watercourses; recreational waters; sewers; geological
routes etc.)



should assess the potential off-site effects of emissions to groundwater (e.g. on
aquifers used for drinking water) and surface water (used for drinking water
abstraction) in terms of the potential for population exposure



should include consideration of potential impacts on recreational users (e.g. from
fishing, canoeing etc) alongside assessment of potential exposure via drinking
water

Land quality
We would expect the promoter to provide details of any hazardous contamination
present on site (including ground gas) as part of the site condition report.
Emissions to and from the ground should be considered in terms of the previous
history of the site and the potential of the site, once operational, to give rise to
issues. Public health impacts associated with ground contamination and/or the
migration of material off-site should be assessed5 and the potential impact on nearby
receptors and control and mitigation measures should be outlined.
Relevant areas outlined in the Government’s Good Practice Guide for EIA include:
5

Following the approach outlined in the section above dealing with emissions to air and water i.e. comparing predicted
environmental concentrations to the applicable standard or guideline value for the affected medium (such as Soil Guideline
Values)



effects associated with ground contamination that may already exist



effects associated with the potential for polluting substances that are used (during
construction / operation) to cause new ground contamination issues on a site, for
example introducing / changing the source of contamination



impacts associated with re-use of soils and waste soils, for example, re-use of
site-sourced materials on-site or offsite, disposal of site-sourced materials offsite,
importation of materials to the site, etc.

Waste
The EIA should demonstrate compliance with the waste hierarchy (e.g. with respect
to re-use, recycling or recovery and disposal).
For wastes delivered to the installation:


the EIA should consider issues associated with waste delivery and acceptance
procedures (including delivery of prohibited wastes) and should assess potential
off-site impacts and describe their mitigation

For wastes arising from the installation the EIA should consider:


the implications and wider environmental and public health impacts of different
waste disposal options



disposal route(s) and transport method(s) and how potential impacts on public
health will be mitigated

Other aspects
Within the EIA PHE would expect to see information about how the promoter would
respond to accidents with potential off-site emissions e.g. flooding or fires, spills,
leaks or releases off-site. Assessment of accidents should: identify all potential
hazards in relation to construction, operation and decommissioning; include an
assessment of the risks posed; and identify risk management measures and
contingency actions that will be employed in the event of an accident in order to
mitigate off-site effects.
The EIA should include consideration of the COMAH Regulations (Control of Major
Accident Hazards) and the Major Accident Off-Site Emergency Plan (Management of
Waste from Extractive Industries) (England and Wales) Regulations 2009: both in
terms of their applicability to the installation itself, and the installation’s potential to
impact on, or be impacted by, any nearby installations themselves subject to the
these Regulations.
There is evidence that, in some cases, perception of risk may have a greater impact
on health than the hazard itself. A 2009 report6, jointly published by Liverpool John
6

Available from: http://www.cph.org.uk/showPublication.aspx?pubid=538

Moores University and PHE, examined health risk perception and environmental
problems using a number of case studies. As a point to consider, the report
suggested: “Estimation of community anxiety and stress should be included as part
of every risk or impact assessment of proposed plans that involve a potential
environmental hazard. This is true even when the physical health risks may be
negligible.” PHE supports the inclusion of this information within EIAs as good
practice.
Biomass
Biomass is a relatively new cargo for many shipping and freight companies and the
transportation and storage of biomass is an emerging area. As organic material
releases heat when it degrades it can self-combust, leading to fires and associated
public health issues. Storage and transport of biomass material also has the
potential to give rise to fugitive emissions of particulate matter. It is recommended
that the ES includes a review of potential impacts associated with the transport and
storage of biomass and the measures that will be used to control these impacts.
Electromagnetic fields (EMF) [include for installations with associated
substations and/or power lines]
There is a potential health impact associated with the electric and magnetic fields
around substations and the connecting cables or lines. The following information
provides a framework for considering the potential health impact.
In March 2004, the National Radiological Protection Board, NRPB (now part of PHE),
published advice on limiting public exposure to electromagnetic fields. The advice
was based on an extensive review of the science and a public consultation on its
website, and recommended the adoption in the UK of the EMF exposure guidelines
published by the International Commission on Non-ionizing Radiation Protection
(ICNIRP):http://www.hpa.org.uk/Publications/Radiation/NPRBArchive/DocumentsOfTheNRPB/
Absd1502/
The ICNIRP guidelines are based on the avoidance of known adverse effects of
exposure to electromagnetic fields (EMF) at frequencies up to 300 GHz (gigahertz),
which includes static magnetic fields and 50 Hz electric and magnetic fields
associated with electricity transmission.
PHE notes the current Government policy is that the ICNIRP guidelines are
implemented in line with the terms of the EU Council Recommendation on limiting
exposure of the general public (1999/519/EC):
http://www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publichealth/Healthprotection/DH 4089500
For static magnetic fields, the latest ICNIRP guidelines (2009) recommend that acute
exposure of the general public should not exceed 400 mT (millitesla), for any part of
the body, although the previously recommended value of 40 mT is the value used in

the Council Recommendation. However, because of potential indirect adverse
effects, ICNIRP recognises that practical policies need to be implemented to prevent
inadvertent harmful exposure of people with implanted electronic medical devices
and implants containing ferromagnetic materials, and injuries due to flying
ferromagnetic objects, and these considerations can lead to much lower restrictions,
such as 0.5 mT as advised by the International Electrotechnical Commission.
At 50 Hz, the known direct effects include those of induced currents in the body on
the central nervous system (CNS) and indirect effects include the risk of painful
spark discharge on contact with metal objects exposed to the field. The ICNIRP
guidelines give reference levels for public exposure to 50 Hz electric and magnetic
fields, and these are respectively 5 kV m−1 (kilovolts per metre) and 100 μT
(microtesla). If people are not exposed to field strengths above these levels, direct
effects on the CNS should be avoided and indirect effects such as the risk of painful
spark discharge will be small. The reference levels are not in themselves limits but
provide guidance for assessing compliance with the basic restrictions and reducing
the risk of indirect effects. Further clarification on advice on exposure guidelines for
50 Hz electric and magnetic fields is provided in the following note on PHE website:
http://www.hpa.org.uk/webw/HPAweb&HPAwebStandard/HPAweb C/11957338050
36
The Department of Energy and Climate Change has also published voluntary code
of practices which set out key principles for complying with the ICNIRP guidelines for
the industry.
http://www.decc.gov.uk/en/content/cms/what we do/uk supply/consents planning/c
odes/codes.aspx
There is concern about the possible effects of long-term exposure to electromagnetic
fields, including possible carcinogenic effects at levels much lower than those given
in the ICNIRP guidelines. In the NRPB advice issued in 2004, it was concluded that
the studies that suggest health effects, including those concerning childhood
leukaemia, could not be used to derive quantitative guidance on restricting exposure.
However, the results of these studies represented uncertainty in the underlying
evidence base, and taken together with people’s concerns, provided a basis for
providing an additional recommendation for Government to consider the need for
further precautionary measures, particularly with respect to the exposure of children
to power frequency magnetic fields.
The Stakeholder Advisory Group on ELF EMFs (SAGE) was then set up to take this
recommendation forward, explore the implications for a precautionary approach to
extremely low frequency electric and magnetic fields (ELF EMFs), and to make
practical recommendations to Government. In the First Interim Assessment of the
Group, consideration was given to mitigation options such as the 'corridor option'
near power lines, and optimal phasing to reduce electric and magnetic fields. A
Second Interim Assessment addresses electricity distribution systems up to 66 kV.
The SAGE reports can be found at the following link:

http://sagedialogue.org.uk/ (go to “Document Index” and Scroll to SAGE/Formal
reports with recommendations)
PHE has given advice to Health Ministers on the First Interim Assessment of SAGE
regarding precautionary approaches to ELF EMFs and specifically regarding power
lines and property, wiring and electrical equipment in homes:
http://www.hpa.org.uk/webw/HPAweb&HPAwebStandard/HPAweb C/12042766825
32?p=1207897920036
The evidence to date suggests that in general there are no adverse effects on the
health of the population of the UK caused by exposure to ELF EMFs below the
guideline levels. The scientific evidence, as reviewed by PHE, supports the view that
precautionary measures should address solely the possible association with
childhood leukaemia and not other more speculative health effects. The measures
should be proportionate in that overall benefits outweigh the fiscal and social costs,
have a convincing evidence base to show that they will be successful in reducing
exposure, and be effective in providing reassurance to the public.
The Government response to the SAGE report is given in the written Ministerial
Statement by Gillian Merron, then Minister of State, Department of Health, published
on 16th October 2009:
http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200809/cmhansrd/cm091016/wmstext/9
1016m0001.htm
http://www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publicationsandstatistics/Publications/PublicationsPolicyAn
dGuidance/DH 107124
PHE and Government responses to the Second Interim Assessment of SAGE are
available at the following links:
http://www.hpa.org.uk/Publications/Radiation/HPAResponseStatementsOnRadiation
Topics/rpdadvice sage2
http://www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publicationsandstatistics/Publications/PublicationsPolicyAn
dGuidance/DH 130703
The above information provides a framework for considering the health impact
associated with the proposed development, including the direct and indirect effects
of the electric and magnetic fields as indicated above.
Liaison with other stakeholders, comments should be sought from:


the local authority for matters relating to noise, odour, vermin and dust nuisance



the local authority regarding any site investigation and subsequent construction
(and remediation) proposals to ensure that the site could not be determined as
‘contaminated land’ under Part 2A of the Environmental Protection Act



the local authority regarding any impacts on existing or proposed Air Quality
Management Areas



the Food Standards Agency for matters relating to the impact on human health of
pollutants deposited on land used for growing food/ crops



the Environment Agency for matters relating to flood risk and releases with the
potential to impact on surface and groundwaters



the Environment Agency for matters relating to waste characterisation and
acceptance



the Local Authority Director of Public Health, Clinical Commissioning Groups and
NHS commissioning Board for matters relating to wider public health

Environmental Permitting
Amongst other permits and consents, the development will require an environmental
permit from the Environment Agency to operate (under the Environmental Permitting
(England and Wales) Regulations 2010). Therefore the installation will need to
comply with the requirements of best available techniques (BAT). PHE is a
consultee for bespoke environmental permit applications and will respond separately
to any such consultation.

Annex 1
Human health risk assessment (chemical pollutants)
The points below are cross-cutting and should be considered when undertaking a
human health risk assessment:
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The promoter should consider including Chemical Abstract Service (CAS)
numbers alongside chemical names, where referenced in the ES



Where available, the most recent United Kingdom standards for the
appropriate media (e.g. air, water, and/or soil) and health-based guideline
values should be used when quantifying the risk to human health from
chemical pollutants. Where UK standards or guideline values are not
available, those recommended by the European Union or World Health
Organisation can be used



When assessing the human health risk of a chemical emitted from a facility or
operation, the background exposure to the chemical from other sources
should be taken into account



When quantitatively assessing the health risk of genotoxic and carcinogenic
chemical pollutants PHE does not favour the use of mathematical models to
extrapolate from high dose levels used in animal carcinogenicity studies to
well below the observed region of a dose-response relationship. When only
animal data are available, we recommend that the ‘Margin of Exposure’
(MOE) approach7 is used

Benford D et al. 2010. Application of the margin of exposure approach to substances in food that are genotoxic and
carcinogenic. Food Chem Toxicol 48 Suppl 1: S2-24

200 Lichfield Lane
Berry Hill
Mansfield
Nottinghamshire
NG18 4RG
Tel:

01623 637 119 (Planning Enquiries)

Email: planningconsultation@coal.gov.uk
Web:

www.coal.decc.gov.uk/services/planning

Ms Helen Lancaster – EIA and Land Rights Advisor
The Planning Inspectorate
[By Email: environmentalservices@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk]
22 April 2014

Your Ref: EN010055_2362652

Dear Ms Lancaster
Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 (as amended) – Regulations 8 and 9
Wrexham Energy Centre – EIA Scoping Consultation
Thank you for your consultation letter of 1 April 2014 seeking the views of The Coal
Authority on the EIA Scoping Opinion for the above proposal.
The Coal Authority is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the Department of
Energy and Climate Change. As a statutory consultee, The Coal Authority has a duty to
respond to planning applications and development plans in order to protect the public and
the environment in mining areas.
The Coal Authority Response:
Whilst part of the proposed development just falls within the defined coalfield, I can confirm
that it is located outside both the Development High Risk Area and any area of surface
coal resources.
Accordingly, we would not expect the Environmental Statement (ES) accompanying this
proposal to accord detailed consideration to either the potential impact of coal mining
legacy or the sterilisation of coal resources. I note that accordingly the Scoping Report
(March 2014) submitted does not propose to consider coal mining issues as part of the
section on ground conditions in chapter 5 of the report.
1
Protecting the public and the environment in coal mining areas

Yours sincerely

Mark Harrison
Mark E. N. Harrison B.A.(Hons), DipTP, LL.M, MInstLM, MRTPI
Planning Liaison Manager

Disclaimer
The above consultation response is provided by The Coal Authority as a Statutory
Consultee and is based upon the latest available data and records held by The Coal
Authority on the date of the response. The comments made are also based upon only the
information provided to The Coal Authority by the Local Planning Authority and/or has
been published on the Council's website for consultation purposes in relation to this
specific planning application. The views and conclusions contained in this response may
be subject to review and amendment by The Coal Authority if additional or new
data/information (such as a revised Coal Mining Risk Assessment) is provided by the
Local Planning Authority or the applicant for consultation purposes.

2
Protecting the public and the environment in coal mining areas

The Planning Inspectorate,
3/18 Eagle Wing,
Temple Quay House,
2 The Square,
Bristol
BS16PN.

Your reference:
EN010055_2362652

Attn: Helen Lancaster, Senior EIA and Land Rights Advisor on behalf of the
Secretary of State.

Wrexham Energy Centre and Gas connection.
Land north of former TDG Logistics Bryn Lane, Wrexham Industrial
Estate, Wrexham Industrial Estate Wrexham.
Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure
Planning(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 (as
amended)-Regulations 8 and 9.
Application by Wrexham Energy Centre for an Order Granting
Development Consent for the Wrexham Energy Centre.

General.
The comments below are additional comments by internal consultees to
reflect the proposed changes to the development which now includes only the
Wrexham Energy Centre and the integral gas pipeline.
I have not repeated comments previously made on the November 2012
Scoping opinion.
Comments made on the extent of consultation will be addressed shortly in
responding to the Draft Statement of Community Consultation.

Air Quality.
The power plant will require an Environmental Permit from NRW. Without
knowing specifically what the pollutants or emission levels would be, as a
minimum the permit would be likely to control the following, which are
specifically contained within the Air Quality Regulations:
Nitrogen Oxides (including Nitrogen Dioxide and Nitrogen Oxide)-NOx (NO2
&NO)
Sulphur Dioxide (SO2) (may not be necessary with natural gas usage)
Carbon Monoxide (CO).
NRW will provide detailed advice on the required permit.

Ground conditions- Contamination.
Contamination issues can be dealt with through planning conditions. The
proposed approach for assessing land contamination issues is considered
acceptable having considered p66-84 on “Ground Conditions” of the Scoping
report for the Wrexham Energy Centre. Paragraphs 6.123 & 6.125 of the
report state that Contaminated Land Officers will be consulted during the
actual assessment process which is highly recommended since it is likely
Environmental Protection will have further information on potential
contamination issues-particularly regarding the former Royal Ordnance
Factory ( which is possibly closer to the WEC site than is stated in 6.110).
The Councils Environmental Department are consulting with National Grid
and their environmental consultants regarding land contamination assessment
and remediation works which are currently underway at the former Maelor
Gasworks (referred to in paragraphs 6.114&6.115 of the Scoping Report).

Ecology.
6.240- NRW are not responsible for providing guidance on S42 species and
these are the remit of the LPA. Repeat surveys for dingy and grizzled skippers
will be essential due to the timing of previous surveys and nomadic nature of
the species. An update of the lesser silver water beetle should also be carried
out.
6.239-There is no need to complete further white clawed crayfish surveys,
due to no evidence that the species has ever occurred anywhere within this
area.
6.190- Designated sites-states no nationally important SSSIs within 2km. The
site boundary appears to be within 2km of the River Dee SSSI
6.191- Open mosaic habitats on previously developed land is a S42 habitat
occurring very close to the development boundary and within the gas pipeline
route corridor.
6.199-great crested newt. The ES should include consideration of the site in
the wider consideration of an area with an outstanding assemblage of Great
Crested Newts(GCN) populations (West and East) and a past history of
development, compensation and mitigation which should be taken into
account when looking at the impact of the power station scheme. Incombination effects should also be considered
The applicants will need to include modelling for informing the assessment of
impact in respect of Great Crested Newts. This modelling should also
consider data from existing records.
Consideration of the current and favourable conservation status will be
required
The applicants should also be aware of the LPAs policy on providing long
term mitigation within the Wrexham Industrial Estate.

Landscape and Visual Assessment.
Section 6
6.267- typing error and should read “ River Dee around Cross Lanes”
6.290. Reference to the Wrexham LANDMAP SPG is missing, which sets out
landscape character for the area.
Table 15:Landscape and Visual effects-issues for ES. The guidelines for
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment Edition 3 includes design iteration
as part of the process in reducing impacts. Table 15 needs to include this step
which is about avoiding impact where ever possible in advance of mitigating
unavoidable impacts. The proposal for the ES should say something on the
lines of identifying development options which least effect upon landscape
features.
6.278 – 6.282 - It would be expected that for a development of this scale a BS
5837:2012 tree survey, arboricultural implication assessment (AIA) and tree
constraints plan be produced and where there are impacts on category A & B
trees, all measures are taken to minimise these impacts. This may include
underground boring for the gas pipeline to enable important veteran and
ancient trees (Category A3 trees) to be retained. Once the route of the
pipeline and associated working areas and the layout of the power plant is
determined whilst taking into account category A & B trees, an arboricultural
method statement and tree protection plan should be produced to show how
retained trees will be protected for the lifetime of the development works.
Section 4 & 5
4.28, 5.2 -There are significant numbers of trees within the indicative gas
pipeline route, including possible ancient and veteran trees. The potential
impact of the proposed power plant and gas pipeline and also connection to
the national grid on trees could be quite significant, thus arboricultural matters
should be addressed as a separate topic to landscape & visual effects. In
section 2.65 it is recognised that arboriculture will influence landscape,
however it is a topic in itself.
Arboricultural Implications
Ecology and visual landscape are given great weight in the scoping
document, however the implications on trees and woodlands in general and in
particular ancient, veteran, notable (heritage trees), trees protected by TPOs
and ancient woodlands are not fully considered. A separate topic should be
provided in the scoping opinion given the potential impact on trees and
woodlands.
Appendix 1 – Consultees
Natural Resources Wales Afterwards, Coed Cadw and the Ancient Tree
Forum should be added to the list of consultees.

Appendix 2 – Environmental Constraints
TPOs and ancient and semi natural woodlands are not shown on the
constraints plan. Additionally, the plan is at such a small size it is difficult to
ascertain the details. The plan must be provided at a size and scale that
enables the details to be viewed clearly. It would also be advisable to utilise
the Woodland Trust’s Ancient Tree Inventory database to help ascertain
ancient, veteran and notable tree constraints.
The changes to the scheme now ensure one TPO site is likely to be affected,
trees along the boundary of the WEC site-WMBC 60-Bryn Lane Woodland.

Transport and Traffic
6.360-appropriate levels of parking and turning provision shall be provided
within the site.
6.357- There is no footway provision along the existing access leading to the
development site and the Councils Highways Department have suggested
that the applicant considers the benefits of providing a 2.0m wide footway on
the northern side of the access road providing a pedestrian link between the
development site and Bryn Lane.
Rights of Way. The proposed gas corridor affects two recorded public rights of
way. Any works affecting these routes will require formal temporary closures
whilst the works are in progress and the routes will need to be reinstated to a
standard with the Councils Rights of Way section before works commence.

Cultural Heritage.
Comments made by the Council on the Scoping Opinion Nov 2012 regarding
Clwyd Powys Archaeological Trust are still relevant and advice should be
sought from CPAT which will help determine the extent of archaeological
interest.
In regard to previous comments (on the Scoping Opinion (NOV 2012) a table
of listed buildings identified Listed Buildings which are close to the WECC
route corridors. The revised scheme with the deletion of the new electrical
connection has substantially reduced the number of listed buildings which
potentially could be impacted upon within Wrexham. The key properties for
consideration would be Pickhill Farmhouse, Talwrn House, Pickhill Bridge,
Chapel House Farm Isycoed, St Pauls Church Isycoed, Pum Rhyd, Bedwell
Lane and Bedwell Hall which are identified on the list in comments sent in
relation to the Scoping Opinion(Nov 2012) . Parkey Farmhouse , Cross Lanes
should also be included.

APPENDIX 3
Presentation of the Environmental
Statement

APPENDIX 3
PRESENTATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT
The Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and
Procedure) Regulations 2009 (SI 2264) (as amended) sets out the
information which must be provided for an application for a development
consent order (DCO) for nationally significant infrastructure under the
Planning Act 2008. Where required, this includes an environmental
statement. Applicants may also provide any other documents considered
necessary to support the application. Information which is not
environmental information need not be replicated or included in the ES.
An environmental statement (ES) is described under the Infrastructure
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 (SI 2263)
(as amended) (the EIA Regulations) as a statement:

a)

‘that includes such of the information referred to in Part 1 of
Schedule 4 as is reasonably required to assess the environmental
effects of the development and of any associated development and
which the applicant can, having regard in particular to current
knowledge and methods of assessment, reasonably be required to
compile; but

b)

that includes at least the information required in Part 2 of
Schedule 4’.
(EIA Regulations Regulation 2)

The purpose of an ES is to ensure that the environmental effects of a
proposed development are fully considered, together with the economic or
social benefits of the development, before the development consent
application under the Planning Act 2008 is determined. The ES should be
an aid to decision making.
The SoS advises that the ES should be laid out clearly with a minimum
amount of technical terms and should provide a clear objective and
accurate description of the likely significant impacts of the proposed
development. The information should be presented so as to be
comprehensible to the specialist and non-specialist alike. The SoS
recommends that the ES be concise with technical information placed in
appendices.

ES Indicative Contents
The SoS emphasises that the ES should be a ‘stand alone’ document in
line with best practice and case law. The EIA Regulations Schedule 4,
Parts 1 and 2, set out the information for inclusion in environmental
statements.
Schedule 4 Part 1 of the EIA Regulations states this information includes:
‘17.

Description of the development, including in particular—
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(a)
(b)
(c)

a description of the physical characteristics of the
whole development and the land-use requirements
during the construction and operational phases;
a description of the main characteristics of the
production processes, for instance, nature and quantity
of the materials used;
an estimate, by type and quantity, of expected
residues and emissions (water, air and soil pollution,
noise, vibration, light, heat, radiation, etc) resulting
from the operation of the proposed development.

18.

An outline of the main alternatives studied by the applicant
and an indication of the main reasons for the applicant’s
choice, taking into account the environmental effects.

19.

A description of the aspects of the environment likely to be
significantly affected by the development, including, in
particular, population, fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climatic
factors, material assets, including the architectural and
archaeological heritage, landscape and the interrelationship
between the above factors.

20.

A description of the likely significant effects of the
development on the environment, which should cover the
direct effects and any indirect, secondary, cumulative, short,
medium and long-term, permanent and temporary, positive
and negative effects of the development, resulting from:
(a)
the existence of the development;
(b)
the use of natural resources;
(c)
the emission of pollutants, the creation of nuisances
and the elimination of waste,
and the description by the applicant of the forecasting
methods used to assess the effects on the environment.

21.

A description of the measures envisaged to prevent, reduce
and where possible offset any significant adverse effects on
the environment.

22.

A non-technical summary of the information provided under
paragraphs 1 to 5 of this Part.

23.

An indication of any difficulties (technical deficiencies or lack
of know-how) encountered by the applicant in compiling the
required information’.
EIA Regulations Schedule 4 Part 1

The content of the ES must include as a minimum those matters set out in
Schedule 4 Part 2 of the EIA Regulations. This includes the consideration
of ‘the main alternatives studied by the applicant’ which the SoS
recommends could be addressed as a separate chapter in the ES. Part 2
is included below for reference:
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Schedule 4 Part 2
•

A description of the development comprising information on the
site, design and size of the development

•

A description of the measures envisaged in order to avoid, reduce
and, if possible, remedy significant adverse effects

•

The data required to identify and assess the main effects which the
development is likely to have on the environment

•

An outline of the main alternatives studies by the applicant and an
indication of the main reasons for the applicant’s choice, taking into
account the environmental effects, and

•

A non-technical summary of the information provided [under the
four paragraphs above].

Traffic and transport is not specified as a topic for assessment under
Schedule 4; although in line with good practice the SoS considers it is an
important consideration per se, as well as being the source of further
impacts in terms of air quality and noise and vibration.

Balance
The SoS recommends that the ES should be balanced, with matters which
give rise to a greater number or more significant impacts being given
greater prominence. Where few or no impacts are identified, the technical
section may be much shorter, with greater use of information in
appendices as appropriate.
The SoS considers that the ES should not be a series of disparate reports
and stresses the importance of considering inter-relationships between
factors and cumulative impacts.

Scheme Proposals
The scheme parameters will need to be clearly defined in the draft DCO
and therefore in the accompanying ES which should support the
application as described. The SoS is not able to entertain material changes
to a project once an application is submitted. The SoS draws the attention
of the applicant to the DCLG and the Planning Inspectorate’s published
advice on the preparation of a draft DCO and accompanying application
documents.

Flexibility
The SoS acknowledges that the EIA process is iterative, and therefore the
proposals may change and evolve. For example, there may be changes to
the scheme design in response to consultation. Such changes should be
addressed in the ES. However, at the time of the application for a DCO,
any proposed scheme parameters should not be so wide ranging as to
represent effectively different schemes.
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It is a matter for the applicant, in preparing an ES, to consider whether it
is possible to assess robustly a range of impacts resulting from a large
number of undecided parameters. The description of the proposed
development in the ES must not be so wide that it is insufficiently certain
to comply with requirements of paragraph 17 of Schedule 4 Part 1 of the
EIA Regulations.
The Rochdale Envelope principle (see R v Rochdale MBC ex parte Tew
(1999) and R v Rochdale MBC ex parte Milne (2000)) is an accepted way
of dealing with uncertainty in preparing development applications. The
applicant’s attention is drawn to the Planning Inspectorate’s Advice Note 9
‘Rochdale Envelope’ which is available on the Advice Note’s page of the
National Infrastructure Planning website.
The applicant should make every attempt to narrow the range of options
and explain clearly in the ES which elements of the scheme have yet to be
finalised and provide the reasons. Where some flexibility is sought and the
precise details are not known, the applicant should assess the maximum
potential adverse impacts the project could have to ensure that the
project as it may be constructed has been properly assessed.
The ES should be able to confirm that any changes to the development
within any proposed parameters would not result in significant impacts not
previously identified and assessed. The maximum and other dimensions of
the proposed development should be clearly described in the ES, with
appropriate justification. It will also be important to consider choice of
materials, colour and the form of the structures and of any buildings.
Lighting proposals should also be described.

Scope
The SoS recommends that the physical scope of the study areas should be
identified under all the environmental topics and should be sufficiently
robust in order to undertake the assessment. The extent of the study
areas should be on the basis of recognised professional guidance,
whenever such guidance is available. The study areas should also be
agreed with the relevant consultees and local authorities and, where this
is not possible, this should be stated clearly in the ES and a reasoned
justification given. The scope should also cover the breadth of the topic
area and the temporal scope, and these aspects should be described and
justified.
Physical Scope
In general the SoS recommends that the physical scope for the EIA should
be determined in the light of:
•

the nature of the proposal being considered

•

the relevance in terms of the specialist topic
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•

the breadth of the topic

•

the physical extent of any surveys or the study area, and

•

the potential significant impacts.

The SoS recommends that the physical scope of the study areas should be
identified for each of the environmental topics and should be sufficiently
robust in order to undertake the assessment. This should include at least
the whole of the application site, and include all offsite works. For certain
topics, such as landscape and transport, the study area will need to be
wider. The extent of the study areas should be on the basis of recognised
professional guidance and best practice, whenever this is available, and
determined by establishing the physical extent of the likely impacts. The
study areas should also be agreed with the relevant consultees and,
where this is not possible, this should be stated clearly in the ES and a
reasoned justification given.
Breadth of the Topic Area
The ES should explain the range of matters to be considered under each
topic and this may respond partly to the type of project being considered.
If the range considered is drawn narrowly then a justification for the
approach should be provided.
Temporal Scope
The assessment should consider:
•
•
•

•

environmental impacts during construction works
environmental impacts on completion/operation of the proposed
development
where appropriate, environmental impacts a suitable number of
years after completion of the proposed development (for example, in
order to allow for traffic growth or maturing of any landscape
proposals), and
environmental impacts during decommissioning.

In terms of decommissioning, the SoS acknowledges that the further into
the future any assessment is made, the less reliance may be placed on
the outcome. However, the purpose of such a long term assessment, as
well as to enable the decommissioning of the works to be taken into
account, is to encourage early consideration as to how structures can be
taken down. The purpose of this is to seek to minimise disruption, to reuse materials and to restore the site or put it to a suitable new use. The
SoS encourages consideration of such matters in the ES.
The SoS recommends that these matters should be set out clearly in the
ES and that the suitable time period for the assessment should be agreed
with the relevant statutory consultees.
The SoS recommends that throughout the ES a standard terminology for
time periods should be defined, such that for example, ‘short term’ always
refers to the same period of time.
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Baseline
The SoS recommends that the baseline should describe the position from
which the impacts of the proposed development are measured. The
baseline should be chosen carefully and, whenever possible, be consistent
between topics. The identification of a single baseline is to be welcomed in
terms of the approach to the assessment, although it is recognised that
this may not always be possible.
The SoS recommends that the baseline environment should be clearly
explained in the ES, including any dates of surveys, and care should be
taken to ensure that all the baseline data remains relevant and up to date.
For each of the environmental topics, the data source(s) for the baseline
should be set out together with any survey work undertaken with the
dates. The timing and scope of all surveys should be agreed with the
relevant statutory bodies and appropriate consultees, wherever possible.
The baseline situation and the proposed development should be described
within the context of the site and any other proposals in the vicinity.

Identification of Impacts and Method Statement
Legislation and Guidelines
In terms of the EIA methodology, the SoS recommends that reference
should be made to best practice and any standards, guidelines and
legislation that have been used to inform the assessment. This should
include guidelines prepared by relevant professional bodies.
In terms of other regulatory regimes, the SoS recommends that relevant
legislation and all permit and licences required should be listed in the ES
where relevant to each topic. This information should also be submitted
with the application in accordance with the APFP Regulations.
In terms of assessing the impacts, the ES should approach all relevant
planning and environmental policy – local, regional and national (and
where appropriate international) – in a consistent manner.
Assessment of Effects and Impact Significance
The EIA Regulations require the identification of the ‘likely significant
effects of the development on the environment’ (Schedule 4 Part 1
paragraph 20).
As a matter of principle, the SoS applies the precautionary approach to
follow the Court’s 4 reasoning in judging ‘significant effects’. In other words
4

See Landelijke Vereniging tot Behoud van de Waddenzee and Nederlandse
Vereniging tot Bescherming van
Vogels v Staatssecretris van Landbouw
(Waddenzee Case No C 127/02/2004)
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‘likely to affect’ will be taken as meaning that there is a probability or risk
that the proposed development will have an effect, and not that a
development will definitely have an effect.
The SoS considers it is imperative for the ES to define the meaning of
‘significant’ in the context of each of the specialist topics and for
significant impacts to be clearly identified. The SoS recommends that the
criteria should be set out fully and that the ES should set out clearly the
interpretation of ‘significant’ in terms of each of the EIA topics.
Quantitative criteria should be used where available. The SoS considers
that this should also apply to the consideration of cumulative impacts and
impact inter-relationships.
The SoS recognises that the way in which each element of the
environment may be affected by the proposed development can be
approached in a number of ways. However it considers that it would be
helpful, in terms of ease of understanding and in terms of clarity of
presentation, to consider the impact assessment in a similar manner for
each of the specialist topic areas. The SoS recommends that a common
format should be applied where possible.
Inter-relationships between environmental factors
The inter-relationship between aspects of the environments likely to be
significantly affected is a requirement of the EIA Regulations (see
Schedule 4 Part 1 of the EIA Regulations). These occur where a number of
separate impacts, e.g. noise and air quality, affect a single receptor such
as fauna.
The SoS considers that the inter-relationships between factors must be
assessed in order to address the environmental impacts of the proposal as
a whole. This will help to ensure that the ES is not a series of separate
reports collated into one document, but rather a comprehensive
assessment drawing together the environmental impacts of the proposed
development. This is particularly important when considering impacts in
terms of any permutations or parameters to the proposed development.
Cumulative Impacts
The potential cumulative impacts with other major developments will need
to be identified, as required by the Directive. The significance of such
impacts should be shown to have been assessed against the baseline
position (which would include built and operational development). In
assessing cumulative impacts, other major development should be
identified through consultation with the local planning authorities and
other relevant authorities on the basis of those that are:
•
•
•
•

projects that are under construction
permitted application(s) not yet implemented
submitted application(s) not yet determined
all refusals subject to appeal procedures not yet determined
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•
•

projects on the National Infrastructure’s programme of projects, and
projects identified in the relevant development plan (and emerging
development plans - with appropriate weight being given as they
move closer to adoption) recognising that much information on any
relevant proposals will be limited.

Details should be provided in the ES, including the types of development,
location and key aspects that may affect the EIA and how these have been
taken into account as part of the assessment.
The SoS recommends that offshore wind farms should also take account
of any offshore licensed and consented activities in the area, for the
purposes of assessing cumulative effects, through consultation with the
relevant licensing/consenting bodies.
For the purposes of identifying any cumulative effects with other
developments in the area, applicants should also consult consenting
bodies in other EU states to assist in identifying those developments (see
commentary on Transboundary Effects below).
Related Development
The ES should give equal prominence to any development which is related
with the proposed development to ensure that all the impacts of the
proposal are assessed.
The SoS recommends that the applicant should distinguish between the
proposed development for which development consent will be sought and
any other development. This distinction should be clear in the ES.
Alternatives
The ES must set out an outline of the main alternatives studied by the
applicant and provide an indication of the main reasons for the applicant’s
choice, taking account of the environmental effect (Schedule 4 Part 1
paragraph 18).
Matters should be included, such as inter alia alternative design options
and alternative mitigation measures. The justification for the final choice
and evolution of the scheme development should be made clear. Where
other sites have been considered, the reasons for the final choice should
be addressed.
The SoS advises that the ES should give sufficient attention to the
alternative forms and locations for the off-site proposals, where
appropriate, and justify the needs and choices made in terms of the form
of the development proposed and the sites chosen.
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Mitigation Measures
Mitigation measures may fall into certain categories namely: avoid;
reduce; compensate or enhance (see Schedule 4 Part 1 paragraph 21);
and should be identified as such in the specialist topics. Mitigation
measures should not be developed in isolation as they may relate to more
than one topic area. For each topic, the ES should set out any mitigation
measures required to prevent, reduce and where possible offset any
significant adverse effects, and to identify any residual effects with
mitigation in place. Any proposed mitigation should be discussed and
agreed with the relevant consultees.
The effectiveness of mitigation should be apparent. Only mitigation
measures which are a firm commitment and can be shown to be
deliverable should be taken into account as part of the assessment.
It would be helpful if the mitigation measures proposed could be cross
referred to specific provisions and/or requirements proposed within the
draft development consent order. This could be achieved by means of
describing the mitigation measures proposed either in each of the
specialist reports or collating these within a summary section on
mitigation.
The SoS advises that it is considered best practice to outline in the ES, the
structure of the environmental management and monitoring plan and
safety procedures which will be adopted during construction and operation
and may be adopted during decommissioning.
Cross References and Interactions
The SoS recommends that all the specialist topics in the ES should cross
reference their text to other relevant disciplines. Interactions between the
specialist topics is essential to the production of a robust assessment, as
the ES should not be a collection of separate specialist topics, but a
comprehensive assessment of the environmental impacts of the proposal
and how these impacts can be mitigated.
As set out in EIA Regulations Schedule 4 Part 1 paragraph 23, the ES
should include an indication of any technical difficulties (technical
deficiencies or lack of know-how) encountered by the applicant in
compiling the required information.
Consultation
The SoS recommends that any changes to the scheme design in response
to consultation should be addressed in the ES.
It is recommended that the applicant provides preliminary environmental
information (PEI) (this term is defined in the EIA Regulations under
regulation 2 ‘Interpretation’) to the local authorities.
Consultation with the local community should be carried out in accordance
with the SoCC which will state how the applicant intends to consult on the
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preliminary environmental information (PEI). This PEI could include results
of detailed surveys and recommended mitigation actions. Where effective
consultation is carried out in accordance with Section 47 of the Planning
Act, this could usefully assist the applicant in the EIA process – for
example the local community may be able to identify possible mitigation
measures to address the impacts identified in the PEI. Attention is drawn
to the duty upon applicants under Section 50 of the Planning Act to have
regard to the guidance on pre-application consultation.

Transboundary Effects
The SoS recommends that consideration should be given in the ES to any
likely significant effects on the environment of another Member State of
the European Economic Area. In particular, the SoS recommends
consideration should be given to discharges to the air and water and to
potential impacts on migratory species and to impacts on shipping and
fishing areas.
The Applicant’s attention is also drawn to the Planning Inspectorate’s
Advice Note 12 ‘Development with significant transboundary impacts
consultation’ which is available on the Advice Notes Page of the National
Infrastructure Planning website

Summary Tables
The SoS recommends that in order to assist the decision making process,
the applicant may wish to consider the use of tables:
Table X

to identify and collate the residual impacts after mitigation on
the basis of specialist topics, inter-relationships and
cumulative impacts.

Table XX

to demonstrate how the assessment has taken account of
this Opinion and other responses to consultation.

Table XXX to set out the mitigation measures proposed,
assisting the reader, the SoS considers that this
enable the applicant to cross refer mitigation
provisions proposed to be included within
Development Consent Order.

as well as
would also
to specific
the draft

Table XXXX to cross reference where details in the HRA (where one is
provided) such as descriptions of sites and their locations,
together with any mitigation or compensation measures, are
to be found in the ES.

Terminology and Glossary of Technical Terms
The SoS recommends that a common terminology should be adopted. This
will help to ensure consistency and ease of understanding for the decision
making process. For example, ‘the site’ should be defined and used only in
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terms of this definition so as to avoid confusion with, for example, the
wider site area or the surrounding site.
A glossary of technical terms should be included in the ES.

Presentation
The ES should have all of its paragraphs numbered, as this makes
referencing easier as well as accurate.
Appendices must be clearly referenced, again with all paragraphs
numbered.
All figures and drawings, photographs and photomontages should be
clearly referenced.
Figures should clearly show the proposed site
application boundary.

Bibliography
A bibliography should be included in the ES. The author, date and
publication title should be included for all references. All publications
referred to within the technical reports should be included.

Non-Technical Summary
The EIA Regulations require a Non Technical Summary (EIA Regulations
Schedule 4 Part 1 paragraph 22). This should be a summary of the
assessment in simple language. It should be supported by appropriate
figures, photographs and photomontages.
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