The Wrexham
(Gas Fired Power Station) Order
5.1 Consultation Report

Planning Act 2008 The Infrastructure Planning
(Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009
PINS Reference Number:		
Document Reference Number:		
Regulation Number:			
Lead Author:				

EN010055
5.1
5(2) (o)
Local Dialogue

Revision:

Date:

Description:

0

March 2016

Submission version

SEC5-REPORTS AND STATEMENTS_A4 coversheets.indd 1

15/03/2016 10:54

Contents
0. Introduction

06

1. Summary
Introduction
WPL and the WEC
WPL's non-statutory consultation
WPL's Statement of Community Consultation
WPL’s statutory consultation

07
07
08
08
10
11

2. Table of compliance
Introduction
Table of compliance

14
14
14

3. The Scheme
Introduction
Wrexham Power Limited (WPL)
The national need for stable and secure power
The Wrexham Energy Centre
Power Station Complex Site
Gas Connection
Site and its context
Electrical connection (Not part of the Application)
The Development Consent Order application process

18
18
18
18
19
19
20
20
21
21

4. Non-statutory consultation
Introduction
Non-statutory consultation
Scottish Power Energy Networks
Engagement with Persons with an Interest in Land (PIL’s) that may be
affected by the Scheme

23
23
23
25
25

5. Engagement with businesses on the Wrexham Industrial Estate
Introduction
Liaising with the Wrexham Industrial Estate Co-Ordinator
Engagement with businesses
Energy Survey

28
28
28
28
29

6. Scope of statutory consultation
Introduction
The need to undertake statutory consultation
What Wrexham Power Limited consulted on

30
30
30
30

7. Duty to notify the Planning Inspectorate of the proposed
application
Introduction
Notification

33
33
33

2

8. Statutory Consultation: Consultation in accordance with section 42 of
the Planning Act 2008
34
Introduction
34
Statutory consultation in accordance with section 42(1)(a)
34
Statutory consultation in accordance with section 42 (1)(b)
35
Statutory consultation in accordance with section 42 (aa) and (c)
36
Statutory consultation in accordance with section 42 (1)(d)
36
Diligent enquiry and identification of persons with an interest in land: for the
purposes of statutory consultation under section 42 (1) (d)
37
9. Statutory Consultation: Consultation in accordance of section 47 of the
Planning Act 2008
44
Introduction
44
Statement of Community Consultation
44
10. Undertaking statutory consultation in accordance with section 47 of
the Planning Act 2008
50
Introduction
50
How WPL complied with its SoCC
50
Participation Cymru: National Principles for Public Engagement in
Wales
54
Welsh language materials
57
Project information leaflet
57
Project website
58
Posters
58
Public exhibition events
59
Presentations
60
Inspection documents
61
PEIR Non-technical summary
61
Advertising
62
Media coverage
62
Contacting and providing feedback to WPL
62
11. Duty to publicise in accordance with section 48 of the Planning Act
2008
64
Introduction
64
Published notices
64
Notification under Regulation 11 of The Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009
64
12. Summary of feedback received in response to consultation in
accordance with section 42 of the Planning Act 2008
Introduction
Summary of feedback received

65
65
65

13. Summary of feedback received in response to consultation in
accordance with section 47 and 48 of the Planning Act 2008
Introduction

91
91

3

Section 47 and 48 consultation feedback
91
Anonymity
Breakdown of responses received
Summary of feedback received
Discussions at exhibition events

91
91
91
95

14. Duty to take account of responses to consultation and publicity
Introduction
Taking account of responses

96
96
96

15. Conclusion

97

16. Appendices

100

Appendix 1: Stage One (Non-Statutory) Consultation Report
100
Appendix 2: Non-technical summary (English)
101
Appendix 3: Non-technical summary (Welsh)
131
Appendix 4: Section 46 notification
158
Appendix 5: Schedule of Section 42 consultees
161
Appendix 6: Section 42 notification letter
181
Appendix 7: Map of local authorities
189
Appendix 8: Letter accompanying draft SoCC
190
Appendix 9: Draft SoCC as sent to Wrexham County Borough Council
192
Appendix 10: Comments supplied by Wrexham County Borough Council on the draft SoCC
215
Appendix 11: The SoCC (Part 1 and Part 2 the SoCC itself – also labelled as “Report to
Inform the Statement of Community Consultation produced in accordance with s47(6) of the
Planning Act 2008”) and Part 2 (the SoCC notice )
218
Appendix 12: The Planning Inspectorate's factual check of the draft SoCC
262
Appendix 13: Section 47 (6) SoCC notice as placed
271
Appendix 14: Project information leaflet
273
Appendix 15: Project information leaflet covering letter
290
Appendix 16: Project website
292
Appendix 17: Consultation launch email
306
Appendix 18: Project poster
308
Appendix 19: Project poster guidance
309
Appendix 20: List of poster venues
310
Appendix 21: Exhibition boards
311
Appendix 22: Feedback form
323
Appendix 23: Project presentation
324
Appendix 24: Consultation advert
332
Appendix 25: Consultation press release
333
Appendix 26: Consultation press coverage
338
Appendix 27: Section 48 notices as placed
340
Appendix 28: Regulation 11 notice
347
Appendix 29: Statutory consultation feedback from s.42 consultees, WPL's response and how
the project has changed
348
Appendix 30: Statutory consultation feedback from s.47 consultees, WPL's response and how
the project has changed
427
Appendix 31: Log of consultation phone calls and WPL's response
583
Appendix 32: Engagement post Statutory Consultation
586
Appendix 33: Business Energy Survey
587
Table 1: A chronological summary of WPL's activity
Table 2 Summary of how WPL’s stakeholder consultations comply with statutory
requirements

07
15

4

Table 3: Wrexham County Borough Council's comments on the draft SoCC
Table 4: How WPL complied with its SoCC
Table 5: National Principles for Public Engagement in Wales
Table 6: Key points made in s42 consultation responses
Table 7: Summary of points in s47 and s48 consultation responses

45
50
54
67
92

5

0.

Introduction

0.0.1.

Wrexham Power Limited (WPL) has undertaken Statutory Consultation, under
section 42, section 47 and section 48 of the Planning Act 2008 (PA 2008)
(Statutory Consultation), on its proposed Development Consent Order
Application (Application) for a Combined Cycle Gas Turbine power station
with a generating capacity of up to 299 megawatts electrical (MWe) including
landscaping and infrastructure (the Power Station Complex Site). The
associated Gas Connection to the National Transmission System (NTS) is
being consented separately under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990.
Together, these elements are referred to in this document as the Scheme or
the WEC. A full project description is provided in chapter 4 of this report – The
Scheme. This Consultation Report has been prepared pursuant to section 37
of the PA 2008 and particular section 37(3)(c).

0.0.2.

This Consultation Report records how WPL undertook Statutory Consultation,
the feedback received during this consultation, WPL’s response to this
feedback and how its proposal and assessments have had regard to the
feedback received pursuant to section 49 of the PA 2008. It also summarises
initial consultation undertaken with local stakeholders as part of non-statutory
consultation.

0.0.3.

Non-statutory consultation is summarised in chapter 5 of this report - Previous
Non-Statutory Consultation. WPL's Non-Statutory Consultation Feedback
Report is provided in Appendix 1 of this report. Statutory Consultation is
recorded in chapters 8 to 13 of this report.

0.0.4.

Since the Scheme was initially consulted upon, the design of the WEC has
been amended to reflect the views of, and outcome of discussions with the
local community and other relevant stakeholders, as well as the outcome of
further environmental and technical assessment.

0.0.5.

Following clarification on what constitutes associated development in Wales,
in January 2016 WPL notified stakeholders living within its consultation zone
that it would be submitting a planning application for the WEC’s Gas
Connection to Wrexham County Borough Council. A note on this engagement
is provided in Appendix 32 of this report.
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1.

Summary

1.1.

Introduction

1.1.1.

This chapter summarises the non-statutory and statutory consultations
undertaken by Wrexham Power Limited (WPL) concerning its proposals for
the Wrexham Energy Centre (WEC), the outcomes of both stages of
consultation and the changes made to the WEC's design. The body of the
report and its supporting appendices expand on the points made in this
summary.

1.1.2.

The table below summarises the key activity undertaken by WPL as part of its
non-statutory and statutory consultation. This is expanded fully in the body of
this report.

Table 1: A chronological summary of WPL's activity

Table 1: Chronology of consultation activity undertaken to date
Date(s)
Activity
May 2012
Non statutory consultation plan agreed with WCBC
11 June – 5 Non-statutory consultation undertaken
August
2012
23 March
Non-statutory release of SoCC to PINS
2016
8 April 2014 Draft Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) issued to
Wrexham County Borough Council (WCBC)
6 May 2014 Consultation on draft SoCC concluded
4 July 2014 Section 48 notice published in the London Gazette
5 July 2014
5 July 2014
and 12 July
2014
5 July 2014
10 July
2014
11 July
2014
11 July
2014
11 July
2014
14 July
2014
21 July
2014

Section 48 notice published in the Telegraph
Section 48 notice published locally (twice) in the Wrexham
Leader
SoCC notice published locally and hard copies made available
at inspection locations
Posters advertising statutory consultation sent to community
organisations
Project website updated and re-launched with PEIR and
supporting consultation information
Section 42 consultees written to and given notice of
consultation, launching statutory consultation
Section 47 consultees written to and given notice of
consultation, launching statutory consultation
Statutory consultation formally commences
Presentation given to Bangor-on-Dee Community Council
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21 July
2014,
22 July
2014 and
23 July
2014
24 August
2014
20 January
2016

Section 47 consultation exhibition events held

Statutory consultation concluded
Update leaflet sent out to community and other stakeholders
explaining that a planning application will be submitted to
WCBC for the Gas Connection.

1.2.

WPL and the WEC

1.2.1.

WPL is a joint venture between St. Modwen and Glenfinnan Properties,
established with the intention of promoting the WEC.

1.2.2.

The WEC is a new Combined Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT) Power Station with
a capacity of up to 299MWe (megawatt electrical) and WPL's proposals
include the WEC's Gas Connection. The WEC is to be located on the
Wrexham Industrial Estate (WIE) which, by area, is one of the largest
industrial estates in Europe. The site selected for the WEC is known as
Kingmoor Park South, on the north-eastern edge of the WIE at Bryn Lane.
This site has planning permission for a high-bay warehouse and office
building totalling 47,534 m2.

1.3.

WPL's non-statutory consultation

1.3.1.

Before undertaking statutory consultation in accordance with the PA 2008,
WPL undertook non-statutory consultation to introduce the proposals to
community stakeholders.

1.3.2.

Following initial discussions Wrexham County Borough Council (WCBC) in
late 2010, WPL developed the concept for the WEC, which was presented to
the local community and other relevant stakeholders during non-statutory
consultation.

1.3.3.

Non-statutory consultation was undertaken between 11 June 2012 and 5
August 2012, in accordance with a Consultation Plan produced and agreed
with WCBC.

1.3.4.

Following this non-statutory consultation, on 30 November 2012 WPL
submitted an EIA scoping report (the "Previous Scoping Report") to the
Secretary of State ("SoS"). The Previous Scoping Report concerned the likely
significant environmental effects that might arise as a result of the Previous
Scheme. The Previous Scoping Report set out a proposed approach to
carrying out the EIA and provided a proposed outline of the EIA and content
of the ES. This included the matters that WPL considered should be assessed
as part of the EIA and those effects which did not require assessment; in
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other words, those that could be ‘scoped-out’. A Scoping Opinion (the
"Previous Scoping Opinion") was issued by the SoS in January 2013 and
forms Appendix 5.1 to the ES (Document reference: 6.1-6.4) (this document is
appended for reference only, as the relevant Scoping Opinion for the Scheme
is that of May 2014 (see below)).
1.3.5.

For the reasons explained in Chapter 3 of the ES, WPL subsequently set
aside the Previous Scheme following consultation feedback from various
statutory consultees and the local community. WPL considered that the
current Scheme would result in different environmental impacts compared
with the Previous Scheme and, as a result, WPL set aside the Previous
Scoping Report and Previous Scoping Opinion and submitted a scoping
request on 19 March 2014 relating to the Scheme (the "Scoping Request") to
the SoS. A Scoping Opinion relating to the Scheme (the "Scoping Opinion")
was issued by the SoS on 12 May 2014, taking into account the
representations that it received from statutory bodies and other consultees.

1.3.6.

This Consultation Report still reports on and considers the feedback received
during the 2012 non-statutory consultation, so that PINS and the Secretary of
State have a record of the same. During non-statutory consultation WPL,
presented proposals for the WEC with a nominal generating capacity of up to
1,200 MWe, located on the WIE. WPL also presented plans showing the
corridors in which the WEC's then 400 kilovolt (kV) connection to the national
electricity transmission system, and a corridor in which its Gas Connection to
the NTS could be provided. WPL also provided details of the preferred site at
Kingmoor Park South and other sites that had been considered and ruled out,
specifically the former Firestone Factory site and Kingmoor Park North.
Consultees were also given the opportunity to suggest other sites.

1.3.7.

Over the course of the non-statutory consultation, 134 individuals visited
exhibition events, 1,467 visits were made to the project website
(www.Wrexham-Power.com), 60 feedback forms were returned to the WPL
team, 42 emails were received, 19 consultation related phone calls were
logged and meetings were held with key individuals, community councils and
organisations.

1.3.8.

WPL's Non-Statutory Consultation report (Stage One Feedback Report) is
provided in Appendix 1 of this report and explains how consultation was
undertaken and provides the responses received and WPL's response. In
summary, the non-statutory consultation suggested that:
i.

The visual and environmental effects of the WEC had to be considered
carefully in the design and environmental assessment of the project.

ii.

Some consultees preferred other potential sites for the WEC,
predominantly the former Firestone Factory site. This preference came
particularly from the villages of Isycoed and Holt and the areas around
them.

iii.

From those expressing a preference, there was a clear preference for an
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Electrical Connection to be made within the South Corridor (one of the
two options proposed).
iv.

The visual and environmental effect of the proposed Electrical
Connection needed to be considered carefully in the design and
environmental assessment of the project.

v.

There was a slight preference for a Gas Connection to be made within
the East Corridor (one of the two options proposed).

vi.

There was less interest in the Gas Connection element of the proposals
than the WEC itself and its Electrical Connection;

vii.

The potential commercial and energy supply benefits of the WEC were
acknowledged by businesses on the Wrexham Industrial Estate and
more widely.

1.3.9.

Between the non-statutory and statutory consultations, WPL continued to
receive feedback from the community living in the vicinity of the WEC's initially
proposed Electrical Connection corridors, especially those living in the
southern corridor. This feedback strongly objected to WEC's proposed
Electrical Connection and the possibility of pylons for a 400kV electrical
connection being built.

1.3.10.

As noted above, WPL reviewed the feedback received alongside the design
and technical assessments and decided to put forward the current Scheme.
The current Scheme has a generating capacity of up to 299MWe. This CCGT
power station can be connected, subject to a number of upgrades to SPEN’s
existing electrical distribution network. As such, the key messages that WPL
had regard to were the requests to reduce the size and scale of the Power
Station itself, and, if at all possible, remove the need for a new 400kV
connection and use the existing local electrical distribution system.

1.4.

WPL's Statement of Community Consultation1

1.4.1.

Before commencing statutory consultation, WPL drafted, consulted on and
published a Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC), in accordance
with section 47 of the PA 2008.

1.4.2.

WPL consulted WCBC on the content of the SoCC between 8 April 2014 and
6 May 2014 and published its SoCC notice on 5 and 7 July 2014 as well as
making hardcopies available at inspection locations local to the proposed site
of the WEC (See Appendix 13). The comments provided by WCBC and how
WPL addressed them is set out in chapter 10 Statutory Consultation:
Consultation in accordance of section 47 of the PA 2008.

1

The SoCC is included at Appendix 11 of this Consultation Report, which comprises Part 1
(the SoCC itself – also labelled as “Report to Inform the Statement of Community
Consultation produced in accordance with s47(6) of the Planning Act 2008”) and Part 2 (the
SoCC notice – also set out as published in Appendix 13 of this Consultation Report)
10

1.5.

WPL’s statutory consultation

1.5.1.

WPL carried out statutory consultation in accordance with sections 42, 47 and
48 of the PA 2008 on its proposals for the WEC.

1.5.2.

The Power Station Complex Site constitutes a ‘Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project’ (NSIP) under the PA 2008, as it has a proposed
generating capacity in excess of 50MWe. In accordance with the PA 2008,
WPL is required to apply for a Development Consent Order (DCO) from the
Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change. The Planning Inspectorate
(PINS) has been given the remit of examining, on behalf of the Secretary of
State, applications for NSIPs. Accordingly, WPL has registered the project
with PINS. PINS will appoint the Examining Authority who examine and
consider the Application and make recommendation to the Secretary of State.
This process, including the manner in which consultation should be
undertaken, is prescribed in the PA 2008.

1.5.3.

Prior to submitting an application, applicants have a statutory duty to consult
on and publicise the proposed application in accordance with the PA 2008,
and regulations made under it. Applicants must also have regard to any
statutory guidance issued under section 50 of the Act. This includes The
Planning Act 2008: Guidance on the pre-application process (August 2014)
issued by the Department of Communities and Local Government.

1.5.4.

Statutory consultation was undertaken between 14 July 2014 and 24 August
2014.

1.5.5.

All those bodies, organisations and individuals categorised as consultees
under sections 42 (a), (b) and (d) of the PA 2008 were written to at the launch
of consultation and provided with details of the proposals, including a
Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) with a Non-Technical
Summary (in both English and Welsh language) and supporting plans and
documents showing the preferred site layout for the WEC and the proposed
Development Consent Order Limit - i.e. the draft boundary of the Application
site. A copy of the PEIR was provided on a CD together with copies of all of
the consultation material. These materials were drafted and issued to ensure
consultees could provide informed feedback on WPL's proposals for the
WEC.

1.5.6.

WPL publicised the proposed Application by publishing notices in the
prescribed form in accordance with section 48 of the PA 2008. The notices
were published as follows:
•

4 July 2014 - London Gazette (public record)

•

5 July 2014 - Wrexham Leader (circulation 30,266) and the Daily
Telegraph (circulation 523,048)

•

12 July 2014 - Wrexham Leader (circulation 30,266)
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The s.48 notices as they appeared in Wrexham Leader (both dates) and Daily
Telegraph and the London Gazette have been provided in Appendix 27.
1.5.7.

The community living in the vicinity of the land on which the WEC is proposed
was consulted in accordance with section 47 of the PA 2008 . This statutory
consultation was carried out in line with WPL's SoCC, a document produced
in accordance with Section 47 (1) of the PA 2008. As required, WPL
consulted WCBC on the content of the SoCC and has taken regard of their
responses.

1.5.8.

The statutory consultation was promoted through the First Class through
Royal Mail of a project information leaflet to 2,771 addresses in the vicinity of
the WEC site, advertising in the local media, the issue of press releases,
distribution of posters and letters to stakeholders who registered an interest in
the project at the voluntary non-statutory stage of consultation. The
consultation was supported by a website that acted as the most up to date
source of information on the project, three public exhibition events, a
presentation to Bangor on Dee Community Council, and hard copy inspection
materials.

1.5.9.

WPL's contact details were provided to all consultees to ensure they could
contact the project team and channels through which feedback could be
provided. These included a Freepost address, email address, paper and
online feedback forms and a project phone number, staffed Monday to Friday
between 9:00am and 5:30pm, with an answerphone outside of these hours.

1.5.10.

The feedback received is described and analysed in this report. This includes
responses from section 42 consultees, which has taken the form of letters and
written guidance, and section 47 consultees (the community) which has been
provided across 20 feedback forms, 17 letters, 41 emails and 10 phone calls
received during the statutory consultation period.

1.5.11.

In summary, engagement with the section 47 consultees suggested that:
i.
ii.
iii.

iv.

in discussion with stakeholders the decision to proceed with a 299MWe
rather than a 1,200MWe power station was welcomed;
in discussion with stakeholders, the decision not to proceed with a
400kV connection was welcomed;
As a result of SPEN submitting a representation to PINS' consultation on
WPL’s EIA Scoping Report (March 2014 (document reference 6.4.1)),
which did not reflect the meetings and discussions resulting in a
feasibility study confirming that a connection can be made to the local
electrical distribution network, some stakeholders were concerned that a
400kV connection directly to the national electricity transmission system
at National Grid’s Legacy substation would be the only feasible means of
exporting the electricity generated by the WEC. WPL confirms that this
will not be the case and has submitted the appropriate electrical
connection application.
The most frequent comments made included:
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•
•
•

That the Wrexham area does not require a power station as there are
other existing power stations in the wider region (31 comments)
That the WEC will generate audible noise once operational (29
comments)
That the WEC will impact local air quality (28 comments)

1.5.12. The body of this report and its appendices expand on the feedback received.
1.5.13. The matters raised by section 42 consultees are specific to their interest or
regulatory role and are dealt with individually in the body and appendices of
this report.
1.5.14. In summary, WPL has had regard to the feedback supplied, alongside other
design and technical considerations to inform the following. WPL has, using
the feedback supplied during statutory consultation,:
•
•
•
•
•

Finalised its preferred site layout for the WEC
Made provision for visual screening including planting
Finalised the route of the Gas Connection
Finalised the location and orientation of the Gas Connection's Above
Ground Installation at Maelor Gas Works
Finalised access arrangements for construction and during operation

1.5.15. The detail of the how WPL undertook statutory consultation, the responses
received and the subsequent changes to the project are provided in this
report.
1.5.16. Following clarification on what constitutes associated development in Wales,
in January 2016 WPL notified stakeholders living within its consultation zone
that it would be submitting a planning application for the WEC’s Gas
Connection to Wrexham County Borough Council. A note on this engagement
is provided in Appendix 32 of this report.
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2.

Table of compliance

2.1.

Introduction

2.1.1.

This chapter summarises how WPL met the relevant notification, consultation
and publicity requirements of the PA 2008. The body of this report sets out in
detail how WPL has complied with the relevant requirements of the PA 2008.

2.2.

Table of compliance

2.2.1.

For clarity, the table below summarises WPL’s compliance with chapter 2 of
the PA 2008. This table sets out in summary the requirements relating to
sections, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48 49 and 50 of the PA 2008.
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Table 2: Summary of how WPL’s stakeholder consultations comply with statutory requirements

Planning Act Requirement in summary
2008
Section 42
The applicant must consult the following (a)
such persons as may be prescribed, (aa) the
Marine Management Organisation, (b) each
local authority that is within section 43, (c) the
Greater London Authority if the is in Greater
London and (d) each person listed in one or
more categories in section 44
Section 4
Section 43
Sets out the local authorities to be consulted
under section 42 (b)
Section 44
Section 45

Section 46

Section 47

Complied?

How WPL met this requirement

 (a) Page 33 With the exception of the Marine Management
 (b) Page 34 Organisation and Greater London Authority,
N/A (c)
who are not relevant to this application, WPL
 (d) Page 36 identified and consulted each category of
section 42 consultee.

 Page 35

WPL identified and consulted each relevant
local authority before submitting its
Application.
Sets out the categories of consultee for the
 Page 36
WPL identified and consulted each relevant
purposes of section 42 (d)
party before submitting its Application.
Establishes that section 42 consultees must  Page 34 to WPL provided section 42 consultees with 42
be given 28 days to respond to consultation, 38
days to respond to its statutory consultation
starting on the day after the day on which the
commencing on 14 July 2014 and ending on
person receives the consultation documents.
24 August 2014.
Sets out the duty to provide the Secretary of  Page 33
WPL provided the Planning Inspectorate by
State with the consultation documents
letter on 11 July 2014 with copies of the
provided to section 42 consultees.
consultation materials.
Requires the preparation of a statement
 (47 (1))
WPL produced a Statement of Community
describing how consultation will be undertaken page 44
Consultation (SoCC), consulted Wrexham
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Section 48

with people living in the vicinity of the land (47  (47 (2))
(1)), consulting each local authority in section page 44
43 (1) on its content (47 (2)), giving the local  (47 (3))
authorities 28 days to respond to the
page 44
consultation (47 (3)) having regard to the local  (47 (4))
authorities responses (47 (5)), publishing a
page 37
notice once that statement is finalised in
 (47 (5))
locally circulating newspapers and any other page 44
manner that may be prescribed and making  (47 (6))
the SoCC available for inspection by the
page 44
public in a way that is reasonably convenient  (47 (7))
(47 (6)), and consulting in line with the
page 44
SoCC(47 (7)).
Requires the applicant to publicise its
 Page 61 to
proposed application in the prescribed
62
manner, including setting a deadline for a
responses.

Section 49

Requires applicants to have regard of the
consultation feedback received.

Section 50

States that guidance may be published on
how to comply with Chapter 2 and that the
applicant must have regard to this.

County Borough Council on its content,
accounted for its feedback, published its
SoCC notice on 5 and 7 July 2014 in the
Wrexham Leader and made the SoCC
available in hard copy at deposit locations and
consulted the community in accordance with
its content before submitting its Application.

WPL produced and published a section 48
notice in the prescribed manner. It appeared
on 5 July 2014 in the Wrexham Leader,
London Gazette and the Daily Telegraph, and
again on 12 July 2014 in only the Daily
Telegraph.
 Page 67 to WPL has responded to each point raised in
90 and
the consultation responses recorded in this
appendices report. Where these responses have led to
28 and 29
change in the project it has also been
recorded against that feedback.
 Page 31
In publicising its application, producing its
SoCC, undertaking its consultation, and
producing its Consultation Report, WPL has
had regard to the following guidance: DCLG
guidance Planning Act 2008: Guidance on the
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pre-application process (March 2015)2. WPL
has also considered the advice contained in
PINS advice note 14: Compiling the
Consultation Report and the National
Principles for Public Engagement in Wales.

2

The relevant guidance in force at the time was a previous iteration of this guidance, however for ease, the March 2015 guidance is referred to this guidance.
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3.

The Scheme

3.1.

Introduction

3.1.1.

This section explains who WPL is and provides the context to its proposal for
the Wrexham Energy Centre (WEC).

3.2.

Wrexham Power Limited (WPL)

3.2.1.

As explained above, WPL is a joint venture between St. Modwen and
Glenfinnan Properties, established with the intention of promoting the WEC.
Both companies have extensive experience in the development and economic
regeneration of sites throughout the UK, including experience in the energy
sector.

3.3.

The national need for stable and secure power

3.3.1.

The national need for the project is affirmed in the Overarching National
Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1) and the National Policy Statement for
Fossil Fuel Electricity Generating Infrastructure (EN-2). Relevant provisions
are summarised in the Planning Statement that accompanies the Application
for this project (Document Reference: 5.2). The UK faces a significant
challenge in meeting growing demand for energy. At the same time, it has to
replace ageing nuclear power stations as well as existing coal and oil-fired
power stations that do not comply with the European Commission’s Large
Combustion Plant Directive (LCPD). This seeks to reduce atmospheric
emissions and states that all non-compliant plants will have to close either
after 20,000 hours of generation after 1 January 2008 or, at the latest by 31
December 2015. Since 2013 a number of plants have closed to meet this
requirement, including:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Didcot A Power Station - a 2,000MWe coal and gas-fired power station
that closed in March 2013
Cockenzie Power Station - a 1,200MWe oil-fired power station that
closed in March 2013
Fawley Power Station - a 1,000MWe oil-fired power station that closed
in April 2013
Tilbury Power Station - a 750MWe coal-fired power station that closed
in October 2013
Littlebrook Power Station - a 1,245MWe oil-fired power station that
closed in March 2015
Ironbridge Power Station – a 1,000MWe coal-fired power station that
closed in November 2015
Eggborough Power Station - a 2,000MWe coal-fired power station that
is anticipated to substantially close by March 2016
Ferrybridge Power Station – a 1,000MWe coal-fired power station that
is anticipated to close by March 2016
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•

Longannet Power Station - a 2,400MWe coal-fired power station
anticipated to close by early 2016
Rugeley B Power Station – a 1,000MWe coal-fired power station
scheduled to close by early 2016

•
3.4.

The Wrexham Energy Centre

3.4.1.

The Power Station Complex Site is a new CCGT power station at the WIE,
with an electrical generation capacity of up to 299 MWe. The Power Station
Complex Site would comprise the following components all of which form part
of the Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP):
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

The Power Station Complex
Temporary and permanent Laydown areas
Surface water drainage
Foul water drainage
Combined heat and power capability
Landscaping and ecological mitigation
Security; and lighting

3.4.2.

The Power Station Complex Site constitutes a Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project (NSIP) by virtue of section 14 and section 15 of the PA
2008, which includes within the definition of an NSIP any onshore generating
station in England or Wales of more than 50 MWe. Under section 31 PA 2008
a Development Consent Order (DCO) is required to develop an NSIP. Under
section 37 PA 2008 this can only granted if an application is made for it to the
relevant Secretary of State (SoS) (the Application).

3.4.3.

A definitive description of the Scheme is provided in chapters one and four of
the Environmental Statement (ES) that accompanies WPL’s Application
(Document Reference: 6.2).

3.4.4.

Power Station Complex Site

3.4.5.

In summary, the Power Station Complex Site would comprise:
i.
ii.
iii.
iv.
v.
vi.
vii.
viii.
ix.
x.
xi.
xii.
xiii.
xiv.

Up to 2 gas turbine buildings
Up to 2 Stacks
Up to 2 Heat Recovery Steam Generators
Transformers
A Steam Turbine building
Admin/Control building
Heat interface building
Pressure regulation installation
Water tanks
Car parking
Internal site roads
Workshop
Water treatment plant
Switchyard
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xv.
xvi.

Switchgear room
Surface and foul water drainage

3.5.

Gas Connection (being consented pursuant to the Town and Country
Planning Act 1990)

3.5.1.

This element comprises all the equipment required to connect the Power
Station Complex to the National Transmission System, including the Gas
Pipeline and the Above Ground Installation Site.

3.5.2.

The nearest connection point from the proposed Power Station Complex Site
to the national gas transmission system (NTS) is adjacent to the Maelor Gas
Works near Talwrn, approximately 2.5km from the Power Station Complex
Site. The Power Station Complex will be connected to this point via an
underground Gas Pipeline that measures approximately 3.5km.

3.5.3.

An Above-Ground Installation (AGI) will be built near to the connection point
with the NTS adjacent to the Maelor Gas Works. This facility will control and
manage the supply of gas from the NTS to the Power Station Complex and
will protect the connection point and allow for maintenance access. AGIs are
compounds that serve as accessible points to the gas network and are often
located at pipeline junctions for maintenance reasons.

3.6.

Site and its context

3.6.1.

Chapter three of the ES explains the consideration that WPL gave to
alternative sites and development options. Chapter 4 of the ES provides a full
description of the Scheme.

3.6.2.

The Power Station Complex Site is situated to the east of Bryn Lane in the
north-east part of the Wrexham Industrial Estate (WIE), on land allocated for
major employment development by policy E3 of the Wrexham UDP. The Site
has extant planning permission for employment uses (planning reference
P/2008/0993). The WIE is one of the largest industrial estates in Wales. An
Owens Corning Fibreglass factory formerly occupied the western and
southern areas of the Power Station Complex Site.

3.6.3.

Agricultural land with well-defined field boundaries lies to the east and north of
the Power Station Complex Site, although land to the north has planning
permission for employment uses (planning reference P/2011/0891).

3.6.4.

The Gas Connection follows a route through farmland to the east and south of
WIE to the connection point to the NTS and location of the AGI Site at the
Maelor Gas Works, approximately 2.5km to the south of the Power Station
Complex Site.

3.7.

Electrical connection (Not part of the Application)

3.7.1.

The WEC will supply the electricity it generates into the local electricity
distribution network operated by SPEN, with the electricity generated that is
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not used on the local distribution network exported to the national electricity
transmission system via National Grid’s Legacy substation. The connection
will be provided by SPEN, the distribution network operator for the Wrexham
area. This will be achieved via a series of upgrades to its local electricity
distribution network. These are described in the Grid Connection Statement
submitted with the Application (Document Reference: 8.1). The Electrical
Connection (which does not form part of the Application), has also been
considered in the cumulative assessment section of the various topic chapters
of the ES. A connection application has been made to SPEN. This is referred
to in further detail in the Document Reference: 8.1
3.8.

The Development Consent Order application process

3.8.1.

Under the PA 2008, the Power Station Complex Site qualifies as a Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) and therefore requires a Development
Consent Order (DCO) granting the necessary consents required to build it.

3.8.2.

The consenting regime for obtaining a DCO is set out in the PA 2008. The
application process is managed by the Planning Inspectorate (PINS), an
executive agency of the UK government. PINS will receive WPL's Application
and, once accepted, will appoint an Examining Authority to assess and
examine the application in manner set out below. The Examining Authority will
make a recommendation on whether to grant a DCO or not to the Secretary of
State for Energy and Climate Change. The Secretary of State will ultimately
decide whether or not to make a DCO. The main stages of DCO process are
as follows.
•

Pre-application - including the site appraisal, project design,
environmental impact assessment and associated consultations that
inform the preparation of an application.

•

Acceptance - WPL will submit its application to PINS. Amongst other
things, PINS will review submission documents and check that sufficient
public consultation has taken place before deciding whether to accept
the application for examination.

•

Pre-examination - PINS will establish an Examining Authority and
invites everyone who may have an interest in the application to register
for participation in the examination as well as setting a timetable for the
examination.

•

Examination - Examination takes up to six months. The Examining
Authority will oversee the examination. It will invite the Applicant and
participants to respond to written questions but may also hold public
hearings.

•

Decision - The Examining Authority will have up to three months to
write a report that recommends whether or not the Secretary of State for
Energy and Climate Change should grant a DCO. The Secretary of
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State for Energy and Climate Change then has up to three months in
which to make the final decision
•

3.8.3.

Post-decision - After a decision is made, there is a six-week period for
Judicial Review in which to challenge the Secretary of State for Energy
and Climate Change's decision on procedural grounds.

It can take up to 16 months from the acceptance of an application to the
Secretary of State making his or her decision.
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4.

Non-statutory consultation

4.1.

Introduction

4.1.1.

This section summarises the non-statutory consultation undertaken by WPL.

4.2.

Non-statutory consultation

4.2.1.

The consultation carried out and summarised in WPL's 'Non-Statutory
Feedback Report' constitute non-statutory consultation undertaken voluntarily
by WPL in advance of the statutory consultation described later in this report.

4.2.2.

By undertaking non-statutory consultation prior to undertaking statutory
consultation, WPL sought to raise awareness of the proposal for the WEC,
introduce the local community to the concept of a CCGT power station being
located on the site, capture the details of those who wish to participate in
statutory consultation on the WEC and to gather initial feedback informed by
emerging designs.

4.2.3.

Non-statutory consultation took place over seven weeks, commencing on 11
June 2012 and closing on 5 August 2012 and was undertaken in line with a
published Consultation Plan. The Consultation Plan was agreed with
Wrexham Borough Council and was the precursor to WPL's SoCC.

4.2.4.

During non-statutory consultation, WPL requested feedback on:
i.
ii.
iii.
iv.

v.
4.2.5.

the WPL’s preferred location for the WEC, a CCGT power station of up
to 1,200MWe generating capacity, on Kingmoor Park South;
two other sites considered on the WIE; Kingmoor Park North and the
former Firestone Factory site;
the area in which the WEC’s Gas Connection to the national gas
transmission system could be made, providing fuel for the WEC;
two areas (a north and south Electrical Connection route corridor) in
which a new 400kV Electrical Connection could be made to connect the
WEC to the national electricity transmission system, at National Grid’s
Legacy substation;
General feedback on the project as a whole.

WPL's non-statutory consultation on its proposal for the WEC indicated that:
i.

the visual and environmental effects of the WEC had to be considered
carefully in the design and environmental assessment of the project;

ii.

Some consultees preferred other potential sites for the WEC,
predominantly the former Firestone Factory site. This preference came
particularly from the villages of Isycoed and Holt and the areas around
them;
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iii.

from those expressing a preference, there was a clear preference for an
Electrical Connection to be made within the South Corridor (one of the
two options proposed);

iv.

the visual and environmental effect of the proposed Electrical Connection
needed to be considered carefully in the design and environmental
assessment of the project;

v.

there was a slight preference for a Gas Connection to be made within the
East Corridor (one of the two options proposed);

vi.

there was less interest in the Gas Connection element of the proposals
than the WEC itself and its Electrical Connection;

vii.

the potential commercial and energy supply benefits of the WEC are
acknowledged by businesses on the Wrexham Industrial Estate and more
widely.

4.2.6.

The full Non-Statutory Consultation Report (Stage One Feedback Report) is
provided in Appendix 1 of this report and explains how non-statutory
consultation was undertaken and its outcomes.

4.2.7.

Following the non-statutory consultation, feedback continued to be received
from stakeholders. This feedback was provided as an addendum to the NonStatutory Consultation Report. In summary, this feedback expressed strong
opposition to providing an above-ground 400kV electrical connection to
Legacy Substation.

4.2.8.

4.2.9.

WPL reviewed the feedback received alongside the design and technical
assessments and decided to put forward the current Scheme. The current
Scheme has a generating capacity of up to 299MWe. This CCGT power
station can be connected, subject to a number of upgrades to SPEN’s existing
electricity distribution network. As such, the key messages that WPL had
regard to were the requests to reduce the size and scale of the Power Station
itself, such that it would be possible, to remove the need for a new 400kV
connection and use the existing local electrical distribution system.
Those who had subscribed for project updates during and after the close of
WPL’s non-statutory consultation were notified of the proposals for the current
Scheme on 16 March 2014.

4.2.10. Those who had expressed concerns that the Electrical Connection would
adversely affect the local area welcomed the decision by WPL to reduce the
generating capacity and therefore removing the need of a new 400kV
connection and use the existing local electrical distribution system.
Additionally, Wrexham Residents Against Power Scheme (WRAPS), had
opposed the original 1200 MWe project, stated: At the present time WRAPS
will monitor developments rather than oppose the revised proposals….."
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4.3.

Scottish Power Energy Networks (SPEN)

4.3.1.

SPEN is the electrical distribution network operator for the Wrexham area. It is
the statutory undertaker responsible for managing and maintaining the local
electricity distribution network and is legally obliged to connect power
generators to its network if requested.

4.3.2.

In response to PINS’ consultation on WPL’s Scoping Report for the current
Scheme (a CCGT power station of up to 299MWe) (report dated March 2014),
SPEN submitted a scoping response to PINS that did not acknowledge
meetings and discussions held between WPL and SPEN that resulted in a
technical feasibility study that it had been undertaken to assess the upgrading
of its network to enable connection of the WEC to the local electrical
distribution network. These initial discussions were later acknowledged in a
letter from SPEN on 21 August 2014. However, the Scoping Opinion
response remains in the public domain and was, and continues to be, a
source of concern for the community that a 400kV connection directly to the
national electricity transmission system at National Grid’s Legacy substation
would be the only feasible means of exporting the electricity generated by the
WEC. As WPL has confirmed in discussions with stakeholders, it has worked
with SPEN to set out how the connection to its network could be provided in
line with SPEN's statutory obligations. WPL has submitted a Grid Connection
application to SPEN for the connection of the Scheme to the local electrical
distribution network. For the avoidance of doubt, the WEC will not require a
new 400kV connection and the detail of the delivery of the Electrical
Connection for the WEC (including the upgrades) will be SPEN's
responsibility.

4.3.3.

A Grid Connection Statement setting out how the Electrical Connection could
be provided is submitted with WPL's Application (Document reference 8.1).
The Electrical Connection (which does not form part of the Application), has
also been considered in the cumulative effects section of the various topic
chapters of the ES.

4.4.

Engagement with Persons with an Interest in Land (PIL’s) that may be
affected by the Scheme

4.4.1.

Following the completion of non-statutory consultation in August 2012, WPL
embarked on a programme of engagement with persons with an interest in
land, which may be affected by the Scheme. At that time the proposals for the
Previous Scheme comprised a CCGT power station with a nominal generating
capacity of up to 1,200 MWe on the WIE, with corridors in which the WEC's
then 400 kV connection to the national electricity transmission system, and a
corridor in which its connection to the gas NTS could be provided.

4.4.2.

On 7 December 2012, WPL began a programme of land referencing work,
and requests to landowners for access to land to undertake the non-intrusive
field based surveys that are necessary to inform the design and technical
assessments for the Scheme.
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4.4.3.

WPL's land referencing programme has comprised a multi-faceted approach,
initially this involved acquiring land ownership information from the Land
Registry to identify all registered titles, preparing a schedule of contact details
for persons with an interest in land, producing land ownership plans and
writing to the proprietors of land registered with the Land Registry to request
information on their land interests and to request access consent for survey
work. In the case of unregistered land, letters were sent to the nearest farm
settlements in relation to the land, requesting contact and seeking clarification
of the extent of land interests associated with those farm settlements.

4.4.4.

For ease of communication, WPL has a dedicated email address and
Wrexham area code telephone number for use by parties contacted as part of
the land referencing exercise and request for access programme, these are:
landrights@wrexham-power.com and 01978 228 688.

4.4.5.

Where no response was received to this initial contact, parties have been
approached by further letter correspondence, phone calls (as a result of
online phone directory investigation) and site visits ‘door knocking’ in an
attempt to establish contact in person.

4.4.6.

Where dialogue has been established, site meetings were requested to
discuss land interest information and arrangements for access consent.
However, in many instances the offer of a meeting was not taken up by
landowners.

4.4.7.

Furthermore, some parties have made it clear that under no circumstances
will land interests be confirmed or access consent granted.

4.4.8.

Feedback that was forthcoming during this period following non-statutory
consultation was generally to object to the proposals on the basis of the
following :
•
•
•
•

4.4.9.

The visual and environmental effects of the WEC had to be considered
carefully in the design and environmental assessment of the project.
Some landowners immediately to the east of the Power Station Complex
Site preferred other potential sites for the WEC, predominantly the
former Firestone Factory site.
Concern over temporary and permanent effect on agricultural land use
as a result of construction and operation of the proposed 400kV
Electrical Connection.
Concern over the effect on farmhouse property values as a result of the
construction and operation of the proposed 400kV Electrical Connection.

Between the non-statutory and statutory consultations, WPL continued to
engage with and communicate with landowners with regards to access for the
purposes of carrying out non-intrusive environmental survey. The number of
landowners and persons with an interest in land which may be affected by the
Scheme, reduced considerably following announcement of the refined
proposals for the current Scheme (containing a smaller CCGT power station
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and removing the need for a new 400kV connection directly to National Grid’s
400kV Legacy substation).
4.4.10.

Whilst not covered in detail in this Consultation Report, it is worth noting that
in 2013, WPL successfully applied for a series of s53 authorisations for
access to particular land parcels in connection with the Previous Scheme. As
part of this process, a significant degree of engagement and consultation with
relevant landowners was undertaken. This information is all available on the
project page of the PINS' website
http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/wales/wrexhamenergy-centre/ and is not noted further in this Consultation Report.

4.4.11. All those landowners and persons with an interest in land who had been
contacted by WPL since 7 December 2012 as part of the land referencing
process were notified of the current Scheme on 16 March 2014.
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5.

Engagement with
Industrial Estate

5.1.

Introduction

5.1.1.

The WEC could have substantial benefits to the WIE and it was also important
to engage with local businesses to understand what effects the Scheme could
have. This section sets out how WPL engaged with businesses on the WIE.

5.2.

Liaising with the Wrexham Industrial Estate Co-ordinator

5.2.1.

At the non-statutory and statutory stages of consultation, WPL liaised on a
regular basis with the WIE Co-ordinator to ensure she was kept informed of
consultation events and the wider progress of the project. The Co-ordinator
assisted WPL to identify and engage with its key business stakeholders.
Through discussions with the WIE Co-ordinator, WPL was able to brief
businesses on the following occasions:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

businesses

on

the

Wrexham

4 July 2012 Business Consultation event (see engagement with
businesses)
27 September 2012
2 May 2013 (written update)
12 September 2013
17 October 2013
6 March 2014 (written update)
2 October 2014 Business Forum
20 January 2016 (written update).

5.3.

Engagement with businesses

5.3.1.

As well as attending and presenting to the WIE Business Forum, WPL
engaged with businesses on the WIE directly through:
•

•
•

5.3.2.

A Business Consultation event (4 July 2012) - all businesses were
invited to a morning discussion session at Redwither Tower at the
centre of the WIE, to discuss future energy needs and experience of
current power supplies for businesses on the estate;
Personal correspondence at the non-statutory and statutory
consultation stages;
Meetings with Kellogg's, Ball Packaging, Prysmian Cables, Rowan
Foods, Wockhardt, Norish, AST Plastic Containers and JCB to discuss
the proposals and understand their individual energy requirements.

During these discussions it was established that some businesses had
experienced problems with the supply of electricity to their buildings, including
temporary outages and fluctuating voltages. These can be highly disruptive
and costly to automated manufacturing processes. It was recognised that the
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reinforcement and renewal of the electricity distribution network that would
accompany the WEC proposals would help to address these problems.
5.4.

Energy Survey

5.4.1.

To better understand how electricity was used on the WIE and inform its
proposals, WPL conducted a survey of energy use on the WIE in September
2012. The survey was circulated to 332 businesses on the estate. It asked for:
• Information about the businesses premises including its age and
dimension,
• Information about electricity consumption for space heating, domestic
hot water use, space cooling and other purposes
• Whether they had experienced an interruption to electricity supply and
what the impact of what this was
• Whether the current electricity supply to the WIE impacted their
ambitions to expand
• Information about gas consumption for space heating, domestic hot
water use, space cooling and other purposes
• Details of additional fuels used for heating.

5.4.2.

This identified demand for the surplus hot water that the proposed power
station would generate. A copy of the Energy Survey questionnaire is
provided in Appendix 33.
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6.

Scope of statutory consultation

6.1.

Introduction

6.1.1.

This section sets out the purpose and scope of WPL’s consultation on the
Scheme.

6.2.

The need to undertake statutory consultation

6.2.1.

There is a requirement in the PA 2008 to ensure that interested parties have
been consulted on a proposed NSIP. Consultation, both statutory and nonstatutory, benefits promoters in a number of ways, helping to build knowledge
of local environmental, economic and community sensitivities and helping to
guide the siting, scale and design of a development.

6.2.2.

Paragraph 11 of PINS's 'Planning Act 2008: Guidance on the pre-application
process' states that:
‘Early involvement of local communities, local authorities and statutory
consultees can bring about significant benefits for all parties by:
•

•

•
•
•
•

helping the applicant identify and resolve issues at the earliest stage,
which can reduce the overall risk to the project further down the line as
it becomes more difficult to make changes once an application has
been submitted;
enabling members of the public to influence proposed projects,
feedback on potential options, and encouraging the community to help
shape the proposal to maximise local benefits and minimise any
downsides;
helping local people understand the potential nature and local impact of
the proposed project, with the potential to dispel misapprehensions at
an early stage;
enabling applicants to obtain important information about the
economic, social and environmental impacts of a scheme from
consultees, which can help rule out unsuitable options;
enabling potential mitigating measures to be considered and, if
appropriate, built into the project before an application is submitted;
and
identifying ways in which the project could, without significant costs to
promoters, support wider strategic or local objectives.

6.2.3.

WPL's statutory consultation has been structured to achieve these benefits.

6.3.

What Wrexham Power Limited consulted on

6.3.1.

The purpose of WPL's statutory consultation was to gather feedback on the
proposed siting and design of the WEC, including its Power Station Complex
and Gas Connection, before submitting an Application to PINS for the
consents and powers necessary to build the Power Station Complex Site.
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6.3.2.

At the time of the statutory consultation, the proposals for the Power Station
Complex Site included:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Up to two turbine buildings – to house the gas turbines that will
generate electricity
Up to two heat recovery steam generators – to turn excess heat
produced by the exhaust gases into steam
A steam turbine building – this houses the steam turbine that will
generate additional electricity
An Air Cooled Condenser – to return steam generated by the WEC to
water
A demineralised water plant – to treat the water used in the generation
process
Electrical switchyard and transformers – to connect the WEC to
SPEN’s local electrical distribution network

6.3.3.

It also included in the scope of the project the connection to the gas NTS.

6.3.4.

To inform this consultation, WPL produced a range of documents that
included:
•
•
•
•
•

A plan showing the red line plan (PEIR site boundary)
The preferred site layout plan for the Power Station Complex
A plan of the AGI Site at Maelor Gas Works, required for the Gas
Connection
A Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) on CD
A PEIR Non-Technical Summary (provided in English and Welsh)

6.3.5.

Red line plan (PEIR site boundary) refers to the red line plan that WPL issued
during statutory consultation. This supported the PEIR. Since it was issued,
the red line plan has been refined and is now reflected in both the Works Plan
(Document reference: 2.3) and the Land Plans (Document reference: 2.2).

6.3.6.

In relation to the PEIR, the PINS' advice note 7 'Screening, Scoping and
Preliminary Environmental Information' that was in force at the time of the
production of the PEIR (July 2013) provided guidance on what a PEIR should
include and what it is for. The guidance stated that:
‘The focus of the PEI (PEIR) is to enable the local community to understand
the environmental effects of the proposed development so as to inform their
responses regarding the proposed development.
This is reflected in the Department for Communities and Local Government
(DCLG) Guidance which advises applicants to provide ‘sufficient preliminary
environmental information to enable consultees to develop an informed view
of the project. The information required will be different for different types and
sizes of projects and it may differ depending on the audience of a particular
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consultation...The key issue is that the information presented must provide
clarity to all consultees’.
6.3.7.

The PEIR remains available to view in the Library section of the project
website - www.Wrexham-Power.com. A copy of the PEIR NTS (English) is
provided in Appendix 2 of this report. A copy of the PEIR NTW (Welsh) is
provided in Appendix 3 of this report.
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7.

Duty to notify the Planning Inspectorate of the
proposed application

7.1.

Introduction

7.1.1.

A promoter of an NSIP is required by section 46 of the PA 2008, to provide
the Secretary of State with information that will be issued to support statutory
consultation with section 42 consultees.

7.2.

Notification

7.2.1.

WPL issued its section 46 notification on 11 July 2014 with a CD containing
the statutory consultation documentation. A copy of the section 46 notification
is provided in Appendix 4.
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8.

Statutory Consultation: Consultation in accordance
with section 42 of the Planning Act 2008

8.1.

Introduction

8.1.1.

This chapter sets out how WPL undertook statutory consultation in
accordance with section 42 of the PA 2008.

8.1.2.

Section 42 of the PA 2008 requires promoters of NSIPs to consult with the
following stakeholders:
•
•
•
•
•

Prescribed organisations set out in Schedule 1 to the Infrastructure
Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations
2009
Relevant local authorities as categorised in section 43 of the PA 2008
The Marine Management Organisation if the proposed development
would affect certain waters
The Greater London Authority if the land is located in Greater London
Those with an interest in land as categorised in section 44 of the PA
2008.

8.1.3.

Section 42 consultees received a letter dated 10 July 2014, enclosing
documentation. These consultation packs were sent via courier or recorded
delivery, and arrived on 11 and 12 July 2014. The covering letter made clear
that WPL was undertaking statutory consultation on its proposal for the WEC.
This approach ensured that consultation documents had arrived by the launch
of consultation on 14 July 2014.

8.2.

Statutory consultation in accordance with section 42(1)(a)

8.2.1.

Section 42(1)(a) of the PA 2008 requires that applicants for a DCO consult
such persons as may be prescribed. The prescribed organisations are set out
in Schedule 1 to the Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms
and Procedure) Regulations 2009.

8.2.2.

WPL issued section 42(1)(a) consultees with on the above letter and
enclosures dated 10 July 2014. WPL's schedule of section 42 (1)(a)
consultees is provided in Appendix 5. The letter informed them of the
consultation, the process for providing feedback and the date by which
feedback needed to be provided. These consultees were sent notice copy of
the section 48 notice of consultation, provided in Appendix 6, and the
following documents:

8.2.3.
•
•
•
•
•

Red line plan (PEIR site boundary)
The preferred site layout plan for the Power Station Complex
A plan of the AGI Site at Maelor Gas works, required for the Gas
Connection
A Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) on CD
A PEIR Non-Technical Summary (provided in English and Welsh)
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8.2.4.

Section 45 of the PA 2008, requires that section 42 consultees are provided
with 28 days (that begins the day after that day on which the person receives
the consultation documents) in which to respond to the consultation. WPL’s
Section 42 consultees were allowed 42 days in which to respond to the
statutory consultation.

8.2.5.

A summary of the feedback supplied is provided in chapter 13 of this report,
Summary of feedback received in response to consultation in accordance with
section 42 of the Planning Act 2008. The detailed feedback provided by these
consultees, WPL's response and any resulting changes to the WEC project
are described in Appendix 29 of this report.

8.3.

Statutory consultation in accordance with section 42(1)(b)

8.3.1.

Section 43 of the PA 2008 categorises the local authorities that need to be
consulted in accordance with section 42(1)(b) of the Act. This includes the
authority containing the land affected by the NSIP proposal as well as those
adjacent to the authority containing the proposals. There are four categories
of local authorities that need to be consulted; Category A local authorities,
Category B local authorities, Category C local authorities and Category D
local authorities. Category B local authorities contain the land on which the
NSIP is proposed. Category A local authorities neighbour the local authority in
which the site is located. Appendix 7 provides a map showing each local
authority. Categories C and D do not apply as Wrexham County Borough
Council is a County Borough Council.

8.3.2.

WPL’s Category B local authority is Wrexham County Borough Council. The
proposed development is contained entirely within the jurisdiction of this
authority.

8.3.3.

WPL’s Category A local authorities are:
•
•
•
•
•

Denbighshire County Council
Powys County Borough Council
Flintshire County Council
Shropshire County Council
Cheshire West and Chester Council

8.3.4.

There were no relevant Category C or Category D local authorities.

8.3.5.

WPL issued the section 42(1)(b) consultees with the above letter and
enclosures dated 10 July 2014. WPL's schedule of section 42(1)(a)
consultees is provided in Appendix 5. The letter informed them of the
consultation, the process for providing feedback and the date by which
feedback needed to be provided. These consultees were sent notice copy of
the section 48 notice of consultation, provided in Appendix 6, and the
following documents:
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•
•
•
•
•

Red line plan (PEIR site boundary)
The preferred site layout plan for the Power Station Complex
A plan of the AGI Site at Maelor Gas Works, required for the Gas
Connection
A Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) on CD
A PEIR Non-Technical Summary (provided in English and Welsh)

8.3.6.

A summary of the feedback supplied is provided in Chapter 13 of this report.

8.4.

Statutory consultation in accordance with section 42(1)(aa) and (c)

8.4.1.

Section 42(1)(aa) and (c) of the PA 2008 requires that applicants for a DCO
consult with:
•

•

The Marine Management Organisation if the proposed development
would affect certain waters;
The Greater London Authority if the land on which it is seeking a DCO
for is located in Greater London.

8.4.2.

As the WEC will be outside Greater London and would not affect the relevant
waters, neither of these organisations were consulted.

8.5.

Statutory consultation in accordance with section 42(1)(d)

8.5.1.

Paragraph 49 of the DCLG's 'Planning Act 2008: Guidance on the preapplication process' states that:

8.5.2.

“….Applicants will also need to identify and consult people who own, occupy
or have another interest in the land in question, or who could be affected by a
project in such a way that they may be able to make a claim for
compensation. This will give such parties early notice of projects, and an
opportunity to express their views regarding them.”

8.5.3.

Section 42 and specifically section 42(1)(d) of the PA 2008 states that an
applicant must consult each person who is within one or more of the
categories set out in section 44 about the proposed application.

8.5.4.

Section 44 of the PA 2008 categorises the consultees described in section
42(1)(d) of the Act as follows:

8.5.5.

‘Category 1’ persons who the applicant knows, having made diligent inquiry,
to be an owner, lessee, tenant or occupier of the land

8.5.6.

Category 2’ persons who the applicant knows, having made diligent inquiry, to
have an interest in land or have the power to sell, convey or release of the
land
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8.5.7.

‘Category 3’ persons who the applicant thinks, would or might be entitled to
make a ‘relevant claim’ for compensation as a result of the DCO being
implemented or of the use of land, once implemented.

8.5.8.

The definition of ‘Category 3’ persons in section 44(4) is more complex and
relates to the ability to make a ‘relevant claim’ as set out in section 44(6). A
‘relevant claim’ for the purpose of section 44(6) means:
•
•
•

A claim under section 10 of the Compulsory Purchase Act 1965
A claim under Part 1 of the Land Compensation Act 1973
A claim under section 152(3) of the PA 2008

8.6.

Diligent inquiry and identification of persons with an interest in land: for
the purposes of statutory consultation under section 42 (1) (d)

8.6.1.

As stated in paragraph 4.4.2 of this report, following non-statutory
consultation, and well in advance of statutory consultation, WPL undertook a
programme of land referencing work in order to satisfy the statutory
consultation and compulsory acquisition needs of the Scheme and DCO
Application. This has comprised a multi-faceted approach, initially this
involved submitting plans of the area of land that may be affected by the
Scheme to the Land Registry, and procuring land ownership information
including an official copy of all title registers and title plans.

8.6.2.

Having obtained the necessary data, this was then examined to further
identify all interests noted against the title in each case. A site/area visit was
then carried out to check that the desktop information corresponded with
physical features on the ground.

8.6.3.

Where required, WPL also wrote to the proprietors of other registered land to
request information on their land interests under cover of an introductory
letter. In the case of unregistered land, introductory letters were sent to the
proprietors of the adjoining land and to the nearest farm settlements in
relation to the land, requesting contact and seeking clarification of the extent
of land interests. In some cases, introductory letters were hand delivered, and
the Scheme discussed in person.

8.6.4.

In some instances site notices were erected to aid land ownership enquiries.

8.6.5.

In addition to the above, WPL has carried out a search of utility equipment
and apparatus within the PEIR (section 42 consultation) site boundary.
Enquiries were made with statutory undertakers to ensure that those
organisations which have plant above or beneath the ground that may be
affected by the Scheme, were also included in the statutory consultation.
Discussions regarding arrangements for the protection of assets, and where
necessary, the inclusion of protective provisions within the DCO is ongoing.

8.6.6.

Potential Category 3 interests were identified by holding meetings between
members of the project team to discuss the areas and potential receptors
outside of the PEIR (section 42 consultation) site boundary that may be
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significantly affected by the physical effects of the Scheme during construction
and operation (for example, by noise, vibration or dust). Persons or
organisations with private rights over land inside and outside of the PEIR
(section 42 consultation) site boundary, who may potentially have their use of
their property affected by construction or operation of the Scheme were also
identified and noted.
8.6.7.

Through this process, persons and organisations were identified to be
included within the land interest category for section 42(1)(d) consultation;
including landowners, lessees, tenants, occupiers, utility providers and those
other persons who have an interest in land that may be affected by WPL's
proposal for the WEC (including those with the power to sell the land or
release the land, such as mortgagees), as well as any Category 3 persons
who may be entitled to make a claim under particular compulsory purchase
legislation related to the construction and use of the Scheme.

8.6.8.

A list of those persons who were consulted pursuant to s42(1)(d) is provided
in Appendix 5.

8.6.9.

The s42(1)(d) list at Appendix 5 has a limited number of differences to the list
of parties included within the Book of Reference (Document reference: 4.3)
that has been submitted as part of the Application. These are identified and
explained below:
PARTY NOT
INCLUDED IN S42
CONSULTATION BUT
APPEARING IN THE
BOOK OF
REFERENCE
Owens Road Services
Limited

Threadneedle Property
Investments Limited

REASON FOR
THIS DIFFERENCE

ACTION TAKEN BY WPL

Part of the land
comprising the
Power Station
Complex Site has
been occupied by
this party on a short
term licence basis.
This occupation
occurred at a later
date following s42
consultation.

WPL has written to the
occupier notifying them of
the Scheme and explaining
that the Application is being
made. The letter notes the
ability of the occupier to
participate in Examination
and confirms that they
would be formally notified of
any acceptance of the
Application pursuant to s56
of the Planning Act 2008.
The occupier also received
a copy of the community
update leaflet in January
2016.

This land and
building, adjoining
the Power Station

The previous owners, being
Bryn Lane Properties LLP,
were consulted under s42,
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PARTY NOT
INCLUDED IN S42
CONSULTATION BUT
APPEARING IN THE
BOOK OF
REFERENCE

REASON FOR
THIS DIFFERENCE

ACTION TAKEN BY WPL

Complex Site was
sold at a later date
following the s42
consultation.

we would therefore expect
the Scheme to have been
disclosed as part of the
usual sale process. WPL
has written to the new
landowner notifying them of
the Scheme and explaining
that the Application is being
made. The letter notes the
ability of the new landowner
to participate in Examination
and confirms that they
would be formally notified of
any acceptance of the
Application pursuant to s56
of the Planning Act 2008
The letter also contained a
copy of the community
update leaflet.
Lloyd Tyrell-Kenyon (6th WPL has continued WPL has written to the party
Baron Kenyon of
to undertake diligent notifying them of the
Scheme and explaining that
Gredington)
inquiry throughout
the Application is being
the pre-submission
made. The letter notes the
phase of its
ability of the potential
Application. WPL
landowner to participate in
identified at a later
Examination and confirms
date following s42
that they would be formally
consultation, that
there was potentially notified of any acceptance
of the Application pursuant
an additional land
to s56 of the Planning Act
interest held by a
2008
third party that
related to the
substratum mines
and minerals for
land parcels GC7,
GC7A, GC7B,
GC7C and GC7D.
WPL has contacted
the party, who has
subsequently put
WPL in contact with
their land agent and
it is still in the
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PARTY NOT
INCLUDED IN S42
CONSULTATION BUT
APPEARING IN THE
BOOK OF
REFERENCE

REASON FOR
THIS DIFFERENCE

process of being
confirmed as to
whether this party
does in fact hold this
interest. Whilst this
process is on-going,
this party has been
added to the Book
of Reference on a
precautionary basis.
DEFRA
This party was
included in the s42
consultation on a
precautionary basis.
However, following
diligent inquiry, it is
not considered to
have an interest in
land and therefore
does not appear in
the Book of
Reference
The Coal Authority
This party was
included in the s42
consultation on a
precautionary basis.
However, following
diligent inquiry, it is
not considered to
have an interest in
land and therefore
does not appear in
the Book of
Reference
Department for
This party was
Business Innovation and included in the s42
Skills
consultation on a
precautionary basis.
However, following
diligent inquiry, it is
not considered to
have an interest in
land and therefore

ACTION TAKEN BY WPL

Does not appear in the Book
of Reference

Does not appear in the Book
of Reference

Does not appear in the Book
of Reference
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PARTY NOT
INCLUDED IN S42
CONSULTATION BUT
APPEARING IN THE
BOOK OF
REFERENCE

Santander UK Plc

Bryn Lane Properties
LLP

Bank of Scotland Plc

REASON FOR
THIS DIFFERENCE

does not appear in
the Book of
Reference
This party was
included in the s42
consultation on a
precautionary basis.
However, following
diligent inquiry, it is
not considered to
have an interest in
land and therefore
does not appear in
the Book of
Reference
This party was
included in the s42
consultation as at
that time it was the
registered owner of
land adjoining the
Power Station
Complex Site, and
had an interest in
the Order Land.
However, following
diligent inquiry, WPL
is aware that their
interest in the
adjoining land has
been sold (to
Threadneedle
Property
Investments Limited
(see above)). It is
therefore not
considered to have
an interest in land
and does therefore
not appear in the
Book of Reference
This party was
included in the s42

ACTION TAKEN BY WPL

Does not appear in the Book
of Reference

Does not appear in the Book
of Reference

Does not appear in the Book
of Reference
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PARTY NOT
INCLUDED IN S42
CONSULTATION BUT
APPEARING IN THE
BOOK OF
REFERENCE

TDG UK Limited

REASON FOR
THIS DIFFERENCE

ACTION TAKEN BY WPL

consultation as at
that time they were
the mortgagee of
the land owned by
Bryn Lane
Properties LLP (see
above) adjoining the
Power Station
Complex Site, and
had an interest in
the Order Land.
However, following
diligent enquiry,
WPL are aware they
no longer had an
interest in the land
as the adjoining
land has been sold
(to Threadneedle
Property
Investments Limited
(see above)). It is
therefore not
considered to have
an interest in land
and does therefore
not appear in the
Book of Reference
This party was
Does not appear in the Book
included in the s42
of Reference
consultation on a
precautionary basis.
However, following
diligent inquiry, it is
not considered to
have an interest in
land and therefore
does not appear in
the Book of
Reference
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8.6.10. Further information in respect to compulsory acquisition is set out in the
Statement of Reasons (Document reference: 4.1).
8.6.11. WPL issued section 42(1)(d) consultees with on the above letter and
enclosures dated 10 July 2014. WPL's schedule of section 42 (1)(a)
consultees is provided in Appendix 5. The letter informed them of the
consultation, the process for providing feedback and the date by which
feedback needed to be provided. These consultees were sent notice copy of
the section 48 notice of consultation, provided in Appendix 6, and the
following documents:
•
•
•
•
•

Red line plan (PEIR site boundary)
The preferred site layout plan for the Power Station Complex
A plan of the AGI Site at Maelor Gas Works, required for the Gas
Connection
A Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) on CD
A PEIR Non-Technical Summary (provided in English and Welsh)

8.6.12. A summary of the feedback received is provided in Chapter 13 of this report.
The detailed feedback provided by these consultees, WPL's response and
resulting changes to the proposal is tabulated in Appendix 29 of this report.
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9.

Statutory Consultation: consultation in accordance
with section 47 of the Planning Act 2008

9.1.

Introduction

9.1.1.

This chapter sets out how WPL undertook statutory consultation in
accordance with section 47 of the PA 2008.

9.1.2.

Section 47 of the PA 2008 requires promoters of NSIPs to:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Prepare a SoCC setting out how the community will be consulted
Consult local authorities containing its proposals on the content of the
SoCC
Give the local authorities 28 days to provide comments and have regard
of the comments received from the local authorities
Make the SoCC available for inspection to local people
Publish a notice stating where and when the SoCC can be inspected
Consult in accordance with this SoCC.

9.2.

Statement of Community Consultation3

9.2.1.

Section 47 (1) of the PA 2008 defines what a SoCC is:
The applicant must prepare a statement setting out how the applicant
proposes to consult, about the proposed application, people living in the
vicinity of the land.

9.2.2.

So, in summary, a SoCC sets out how the promoter of an NSIP intends to
statutorily (legally) consult the community living in the vicinity of its proposal
and also other interested parties.

9.2.3.

Section 47(2) of the PA 2008 requires that the promoter of an NSIP consult
those local authorities within section 43(1) i.e. the local authority(s) in whose
area the land is located – in this case WCBC. The local authority has 28 days
in which to provide its comments on the SoCC. Section 47(5) of the PA 2008
requires the promoter to have regard to any response received during this 28day period.

9.2.4.

The land on which the Scheme is proposed is entirely within WCBC’s local
authority boundary. Accordingly it was statutorily consulted on the content of
the SoCC (Part 1 - the SoCC itself and Part 2 - The SoCC notice). Ahead of
this, WPL submitted its draft SoCC to PINS for its comments on 23 March
2014. PINS carried out a factual check against the requirements for
consultation. PINS’ factual check is provided in Appendix 12.

3

The SoCC is included at Appendix 11 of this Consultation Report, which comprises Part 1
(the SoCC itself – also labelled as “Report to Inform the Statement of Community
Consultation produced in accordance with s47(6) of the Planning Act 2008”) and Part 2 (the
SoCC notice – also set out as published in Appendix 13 of this Consultation Report
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9.2.5.

WPL consulted WCBC on its draft SoCC (Part 1 - the SoCC itself and Part 2 The SoCC notice) between 8 April 2014 and 6 May 2014. To inform WCBC’s
comments on the SoCC, WPL provided copies of the Scoping Report for the
project. The Scoping Report set out WPL's initial assessment of the likely
significant effects and the assessment proposed for the project. The letter
accompanying the draft SoCC setting out the statutory consultation period is
provided in Appendix 8 of this report. The draft SoCCC is provided in
Appendix 9. The response from Wrexham County Borough Council is
provided in Appendix 10. The final SoCC is provided in Appendix 11. Set out
below are the WCBC’s comments, WPL's responses and resulting changes to
the draft SoCC.

9.2.6.

WCBC returned the following comments on 6 May 2014:
Table 3: Wrexham County Borough Council's comments on the draft SoCC

Comment

WPL’s response

Amendment to SoCC

Correction 4.2 should read
‘located on land adjoining the
Wrexham
Industrial Estate and
has’…………..
Whilst [the officer] appreciate[s]
that the Electrical Connection
does not form part of the DCO,
the consultation documentation
should provide information to
clarify to consultees, proposals
relating to this aspect. What
would be the likely extent of
works to the existing local
132kV electricity distribution
network? Are other
lines/connectors being
upgraded in connection with the
Energy Centre?

Noted.

SoCC corrected

WPL made it clear in its
consultation
documentation,
including the SoCC that
the Electrical
Connection would be
provided by SPEN,
through upgrades to its
network and that these
works do not form part
of its Application.
Where necessary, WPL
explained to
stakeholders how the
Electrical Connection
could be provided by
SPEN, including a
presentation (Appendix
23) to Bangor on Dee
Community Council.
The presentation was
also later posted to
WRAPS group's
website.
WPL undertook nonstatutory consultation in
accordance with a
consultation plan
agreed with Wrexham
County Borough

No amendment
required.

In regards to the initial nonstatutory consultation it was not
considered to be adequate or
effective. Many people were not
consulted. The statutory
consultation needs to be

(However, the
anticipated Electricity
Connection is included
in the assessment of
cumulative
environmental effects in
the ES).

No amendment required
- the draft SoCC already
set out comprehensive
and verifiable methods
of engaging with
consultees including
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comprehensive and verifiable.

Detailed designs should be
provided during the consultation
period to enable consultees to
fully consider the implications of
the proposal.

A public exhibition should also
be held in Isycoed given the
proximity to the proposed
Wrexham Energy Centre. The
exhibitions should be well
publicised and early in the
consultation process.

With regard to presentations
during the consultation period to
Community Councils, ‘if
required’ should be replaced
with ‘additional presentations
will be offered to Community
Councils’.
The 2km area around the
proposed Energy Centre and
the Gas Connection
would include Marchwiel
Community Council, Sesswick
Community Council and

Council. The SoCC built
on the approach used
in the consultation plan
and refined the
methods where
appropriate. Also, as
dialogue had been
opened with consultees
and they had registered
an interest in the project
directly with WPL, WPL
contacted them at the
launch of statutory
consultation.
WPL committed in the
SoCC to provide
documentation
supporting the
consultation available in
a number of formats
and location, including
hardcopy inspection
copies at the selected
deposit locations and
online. This included
the PEIR and PEIR
NTS, which appended a
series of plans and
diagrams.
WPL held an event in
Isycoed Village Hall.
The exhibition dates
were held early in the
consultation period and
were clearly publicised
in the project leaflet,
website, advertising in
the local press, posters,
email communications
and a press release
(see Chapter 11).
Acknowledged.

This comment related
to a list of community
councils provided in the
SoCC.

directly mailing copies of
the project leaflet to
2,771 addresses

No amendment required
- the draft SoCC already
committed to the
publication of WPL's
PEIR and PEIR NTS at
the launch of
consultation

The SoCC included
provision for an event in
Isycoed Village Hall and
provided details of the
event.

WPL amended its SoCC
accordingly.

SoCC amended to
reflect the list of the
community councils
stated (also see
Appendix 5 regarding
section 42 consultation).
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Willington/Worthenbury C.C in
addition to the Community
Councils referred to in the draft
SoCC (Abenbury C.C, Bangoron Dee C.C, Holt C.C and
Isycoed C.C.)
The parishes within Cheshire
West and Chester falling within
the consultation Zone should
also be included.
The Project leaflet is welcomed
but it needs to be distributed
effectively. The non-statutory
consultation was not
comprehensive and many
people were not consulted. The
distribution needs to be
comprehensive and verifiable.

The SoCC] needs to fully
consider ‘ hard to reach groups’
and the issue of Feedback. As
referred to in the draft
consultation document the
consultation should adhere to
National Principles outlined
within Participation Cymru
which provides the framework
for public engagement.
The means of communicating
with ‘hard to reach’ groups
needs to be clearly set out
bearing in mind the barriers for
different people. The challenges
need to be clearly identifiedthese could include, no access
to transport, no computers,
physical disability or sensory
impairment, language barriers
etc and how will these issues
and many others can be
overcome. There needs to be a
clear understanding of the
community.
As referred to previously you
can discuss the above with
Anna Miller who works for
Wrexham County Borough
Council. E-mail
anna.miller@wrexham.gov.uk

WPL undertook nonstatutory consultation in
accordance with a
consultation plan
agreed with Wrexham
County Borough
Council. At the statutory
consultation stage,
WPL issued the leaflet
via a mailing house
using Royal Mail postal
data to 2,771 home and
business addresses.
WPL ensured its
statutory consultation
met the objectives of
Participation Cymru’s
National Principles for
Public Engagement in
Wales. Table 5 sets out
the principles and what
WPL did.

No amendment required
- WPL had already
committed to using
direct mail to raise
awareness of its
proposals.

WPL sought and was
provided with a list of
organisations which
engaged with hard to
reach groups, it
contacted these groups
to ensure that they and
their members were
aware of the
consultation.
As intended, the nonstatutory stage of
consultation raised
awareness of WPL’s
proposal for the WEC
and initiated dialogue
that was continued into
Statutory Consultation.

n/a

No amendment required
- the draft SoCC set out
how WPL would engage
with hard to reach
groups. At the launch of
consultation, WPL
contacted organisations
representing hard to
reach groups.
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The timetable for the project is
very strict and advance publicity
of the consultation exercise will
be required, so people do not
miss out on the opportunity of
making any comments on the
proposal.
It may be beneficial to write to
Community Councils who were
involved in the non-statutory
consultation, who through the
deletion of the proposed new
Electrical Connection will not
now be involved in the
consultation process. This
would ensure clarity in
explaining the latest revisions to
the scheme and in particular the
works to an existing overhead
line, which they could
communicate to
residents/businesses in their
areas.
The website should also clearly
communicate the revised
scheme regarding the proposed
existing Electrical Connection.
The NFU should be added to
the list of consultees given the
extent of agricultural land which
will be affected in providing the
Gas Connection.
With the reduction in the size of
The Wrexham Energy Centre
was any consideration given to
a site closer to the connection
point?

WPL provided notice of
the statutory
consultation through a
number of channels
See chapter 10).

No amendment required
- The draft SoCC
already committed to
promoting the
consultation through a
number of channels

WPL wrote to the
previously contacted
Community Councils,
who were approached
in the context of the
Previous Scheme and
its electrical connection,
notifying them of
statutory consultation
on the current Scheme.

No amendment
required.

The project websites’
‘Design’ page sets out
that the Electrical
Connection will be
provided by SPEN.
The NFU was
consulted.

No amendment
required.

The site of the WEC
was chosen for its
proximity to both the
existing local electrical
distribution network and
a spur of the gas NTS
at Maelor Gas Works.

No amendment
required.

No amendment
required.

9.2.7.

Section 47 (6) of the PA 2008 requires that, once the SoCC has been
prepared, a notice is published in a newspaper circulating in the vicinity of the
land.

9.2.8.

WPL published its notice of the SoCC (Part 2 - The SoCC notice) on 5 July
2014 in the Wrexham Leader. Copies of the notice as placed are provided in
Appendix 13 of this report.

9.2.9.

Also, as required by section 46, a hard copy of the SoCC (Part 1 - the SoCC
itself and Part 2 - The SoCC notice) was provided for inspection at:
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•
•
9.2.10.

Wrexham County Borough Council, The Guildhall, Wrexham, Clwyd,
LL11 1AY
Redwither Tower, Wrexham Industrial Estate, Wrexham, LL13 9XT

Section 47 (7) of the PA 2008 requires that the promoter of an NSIP consults
the community in accordance with its SoCC. This report explains how WPL has
met the commitments in its SoCC.
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10.

Statutory consultation in accordance with section 47
of the Planning Act 2008

10.1.

Introduction

10.1.1. The following chapters of this report set out how WPL consulted the
community on its proposal for the WEC and responded to the feedback
received.
10.2.

How WPL complied with its SoCC

10.2.1. This table sets out how WPL complied with its SoCC.
Table 3: How WPL complied with its SoCC

Table 4: Summary of how WPL has complied with commitments set out
in the SoCC
What WPL stated in its
SoCC

Complied?

What WPL did:

Draft a consultation report

 (entire
document)
 Page 45
(Table 3)

Drafted this consultation
report
Full comments and
responses have been
provided in this report

 Page 58
Appendix 21

Comprehensive public
exhibitions were held on
three dates during the
statutory consultation:

Provide a full schedule of
WCBC’s comments on the
SoCC and WPL’s responses
in the consultation report
Hold public exhibitions during
its statutory consultation

•

Monday 21 July 2014,
3pm to 8pm, Isycoed
Village Hall, Isycoed
Village, Bowling Bank,
LL13 9RN

•

Tuesday 22 July 2014,
3pm to 8pm, Marchwiel
Village Hall, Piercy
Avenue, Marchwiel, LL13
0RH

•

Wednesday 23 July
2014, 3pm to 8pm,
Atrium Suite, Redwither
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Tower, Redwither
Business Park, LL13
9XT
Provide visualisation tools at
public exhibitions to
demonstrate how the WEC
could look

 Appendix
21

Visualisations were provided,
prepared by environmental
consultants to industry
standards

Publicise any changes to the
indicative timetable on the
project website

 n/a (no
changes)

There were no changes to
the timetable set out in the
SoCC

Maintain the project website
as the most up-to-date source
of project information

 Appendix
16

Produce and distribute a
project leaflet to all
commercial and residential
addresses in the consultation
zone and all those who
expressed an interest in the
project

 Appendix
14
Appendix 15

The project website
(www.wrexham-energy.com)
has been maintained and
regularly updated
A project leaflet was
produced and distributed
along with the covering letter
in Appendix 15
It was posted through Royal
Mail to 2,771 addresses

Give advance notice of the
public exhibitions

 Appendix
17
Appendix 18
Appendix 20
Appendix 24
Appendix 25
Appendix 26

Advance notice was provided
through a consultation
launch email (Appendix 17)
to all registered addresses, a
project poster (Appendix 18)
displayed in the venues
listed in Appendix 20, and
advertised in the Project
Leaflet (Appendix 14)
A consultation advert
(Appendix 24) and press
release (Appendix 25) was
also produced. Press
coverage is listed in
Appendix 26

Ensure public exhibitions are
bilingual


Appendix 21

Exhibition boards were
produced in both English and
Welsh and Welsh speakers
were present at each of the
three exhibition events. The
PEIR NTS was provided in
Welsh and hosted on the
project website which was
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also translated into Welsh
Offer additional presentations
on the proposals to
Community Councils and
community groups where
appropriate

 Page 60
(10.9.1 and
10.9.2.)
Appendix 23

An additional presentation
was given to Bangor-on-Dee
Community Council on 21
July 2014 at Bangor-on-Dee
Village Hall. The
Presentation is included in
Appendix 23.
On 5 August 2014, WPL
contacted Isycoed
Community Council,
Abenbury Community
Council and Sesswick
Community Council by letter
to offer a presentation. No
responses were received.

Issue a press release at the
launch of statutory
consultation and follow up
press releases where
appropriate

 Appendix
25
Appendix 26

Provide copies of the project
 Appendix
leaflet to elected
14
representatives of areas
Appendix 15
affected by the proposals, and
offer them meetings during the
consultation period
Display inspection copies of
the documentation (including
PIER, plans and diagrams,
Stage One Consultation
Feedback Report and
supporting technical notes) at
venues agreed with WCBC

 Page 60 to
61 (10.10.1.)

A consultation press release
(Appendix 25) was also
produced. Press coverage is
listed in Appendix 26

These were included in the
wider community mailout of
the project leaflet.

Hard copies of statutory
consultation documentation
were provided in two
locations:
•

•

Wrexham County
Borough Council, The
Guildhall, Wrexham,
Clwyd, LL11 1AY
Redwither Tower,
Wrexham Industrial
Estate, Wrexham,
LL13 9XT

The documentation provided
included:
•

The PEIR
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•

PEIR NTS
Project information
leaflet
Red line plan (PEIR
site boundary)
Plan of the AGI Site
SoCC
Section 48 Notice
Non-Statutory
Consultation
Feedback Report

Consider all comments
received and amend design
and assessment if considered
appropriate

 Page
98(15.1.9.)
Appendix 29
Appendix 30

Comments were considered
and responses to individual
comments are broken down
in Appendices 29 and 30

Submit all comments received
to PINS in an unattributed
basis

 Appendix
29
Appendix 30

All feedback is included in
the Consultation Report –
see Appendices 29 & 30

Where necessary, provide
large print materials for
visually impaired members of
the community

 n/a

No requests from those with
additional needs were
received

Undertake consultation in line
with Participation Cymru’s
National Principles

 Page 54

Summarise how the scheme
has evolved to reflect
consultation responses in the
Consultation Report

 Page
98(15.1.9.)

WPL ensured its statutory
consultation met the
objectives of Participation
Cymru’s National Principles
for Public Engagement in
Wales
A summary of how the
project has evolved to reflect
consultation responses is
provided

Produce summaries of the
following materials in Welsh at
the statutory consultation
stage:
• Statement of
Community
Consultation
• Project information
leaflet
• Project website
• Exhibition display
boards

 Page 54
(10.3.1.)
Appendix 11
Appendix 14
Appendix 16
Appendix 21

WPL provided Welsh copies
of all materials listed
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National Principle for Public
Engagement in Wales

•

10.3.

How WPL met this goal

Preliminary
Environment
Information Report –
Non-technical
Summary (PEIR NTS)

Take into account any
consultations on any other
NSIPs in the Wrexham area
and plan consultation
accordingly

 n/a

No other NSIPs in the
Wrexham area were
identified. However, WPL
has closely monitored
proposals for the North
Wales Prison also on the
Wrexham Industrial Estate

Notify those who have
registered for project updates
of the submission of its DCO
application.

 n/a

This will happen upon
submission of the DCO
application

Participation Cymru: National Principles for Public Engagement in
Wales

10.3.1. Wrexham County Borough Council requested in its comments on WPL’s
SoCC that consultation be undertaken in line with Participation Cymru’s
National Principles for Public Engagement in Wales (March 2011). This
identifies ten principles to guide public engagement undertaken by public
sector organisations (WPL is not a public sector organisation). The principles
are
described
on
Participation
Cymru’s
website
(www.ParticipationCymru.org.uk) as ‘…an overarching set of principles aimed
at Public Service organisations across all sectors in Wales. They aim to sit
above any specific standards that you may already be using e.g. Standards
for Children and Young People, Social Services Improvement Agency
standards and are intended to compliment them. They aim to offer a
consistent approach and good standard for public engagement across Wales’.
10.3.2. The principles and how WPL reflected them in its consultation are set out in
the table below.

Table 5: National Principles for Public Engagement in Wales
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1. Engagement is effectively designed
to make a difference
Engagement gives a real chance to
influence policy, service design and
delivery from an early stage.
2. Encourage and enable everyone
affected to be involved, if they so
choose
The people affected by an issue or
change are included in opportunities to
engage as an individual or as part of a
group or community, with their views
both respected and valued.
3. Engagement is planned and
delivered in a timely and appropriate
way
The engagement process is clear,
communicated to everyone in a way
that’s easy to understand within a
reasonable timescale, and the most
suitable method/s for those involved is
used.
4. Work with relevant partner
organisations
Organisations should communicate with
each other and work together wherever
possible to ensure that people’s time is
used effectively and efficiently.
5. The information provided will be
jargon free, appropriate and
understandable
People are well placed to take part in the
engagement process because they have
easy access to relevant information that
is tailored to meet their needs.

WPL’s consultation has been structured
in phases that reflect the development of
the WEC’s design so as to affect the
outcome of the design process. This
report explains how the feedback
received has been accounted for in the
final form of the project.
As described in the sections below, WPL
used a range of tools to reach those
stakeholders living within its consultation
zone but also the wider Wrexham area.
This includes directly contacting
consultees living in the consultation
zone, re-engaging with those it has
previously engaged with during nonstatutory consultation and utilising local
media and advertising.
WPL’s SoCC, Section 47 notice and
section 48 notice identified the timetable
for consultation and WPL carried out its
consultation within these timeframes.
The consultation provided 42 days to
submit a response.

WPL has consulted Wrexham County
Borough Council on its draft SoCC and
carried out statutory consultation
accordingly. It has closely liaised with
officers responsible for the WIE to make
best use of their experience, knowledge
and local connections.
WPL’s consultation was underpinned by
the detailed technical information it
provided in its PEIR. This detailed
information was made accessible
through the publication of a NonTechnical Summary. WPL published the
Non-Technical summary in English and
Welsh. Additionally, the materials
developed for consultation and described
in this section were designed around the
content of the PEIR and summarised the
projects key points.
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6. Make it easier for people to take
part
People can engage easily because any
barriers for different groups of people are
identified and addressed.

7. Enable people to take part
effectively
Engagement processes should try to
develop the skills, knowledge and
confidence of all participants.
8. Engagement is given the right
resources and support to be effective
Appropriate training, guidance and
support are provided to enable all
participants to effectively engage,
including both community participants
and staff.
9. People are told the impact of their
contribution
Timely feedback is given to all
participants about the views they
expressed and the decisions or actions
taken as a result; methods and form of
feedback should take account of
participants’ preferences.
10. Learn and share lessons to
improve the process of engagement
People’s experience of the process of
engagement should be monitored and
evaluated to measure its success in
engaging people and the effectiveness of
their participation; lessons should be
shared and applied in future
engagements.

WPL provided a number of ways in which
consultees could participate in the
consultation, accounting for specific
barriers to participation. For example, for
those with limited mobility, exhibition
events were held at locations close to
where the most effected stakeholders
may live or work. For those who couldn’t
attend exhibition events, consultation
material was provided on the project
website and the project team could
contacted directly using the project
Freephone line.
WPL’s consultation materials explained
what was proposed and set out the likely
significant effects of the WEC. At
exhibition events, the project team was
available to answer any questions
consultees might have ahead of
submitting written feedback.
WPL’s community engagement team
were specifically appointed to ensure that
non-statutory consultation and statutory
consultation were undertaken effectively
and that the materials produced were
accessible and easily understandable.

This full Consultation Report will be
available to all stakeholders from
acceptance. It will be published on
www.Wrexham-Power.com and on PINS’
website as part of the Application
documents. This Consultation Report
provides WPL’s response to the
feedback received and where the project
has been changed as a result, so that
those who responded to the consultation
are able to track this through.
While this principle applies more directly
to public sector organisations, the joint
venture is progressing two CCGT
projects each of which is informing the
approach taken to meeting the
requirements set out in the PA 2008 .
WPL continues to update PINS on its
progress and the outcomes of its activity.
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10.4.

Welsh language materials

10.4.1. WPL is committed to providing materials in the Welsh language. WPL
discussed and agreed the need for Welsh language consultation materials
with WCBC and provided the following materials in English and in Welsh:
•
•
•
•
•
•

PEIR NTS
Project information booklet
Project website
Posters
Display boards at public exhibition events
Consultation adverts

10.4.2. WPL also consulted the Welsh Language Commissioner (See appendix 5)
10.4.3. In addition to providing materials in Welsh, Welsh speakers were present at
each exhibition event.
10.5.

Project information leaflet

10.5.1. On 11 July 2014, WPL circulated a project information leaflet to 2,771 home
and business addresses in the consultation area defined in the SoCC.
10.5.2. The project information leaflet:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Introduced the project
Set out who WPL is
Summarised the history of the project including the non-statutory
consultation
Explained that statutory consultation was underway
Directed recipients to the project website for more detailed information
Listed the time and dates of public exhibition events
Listed locations and times at which hardcopies of statutory consultation
documents were available to inspect
Provided the contact details for WPL
Included a cut out Freepost response form to supply statutory feedback.

10.5.3. The project leaflet was distributed by first class post to addresses in the
consultation zone. The addresses were identified using the Royal Mail
address database. Accompanying the leaflet was a covering letter explaining
that statutory consultation was underway and that the project leaflet provided
details of the proposal. A copy of the project information leaflet is provided in
Appendix 14. A copy of the covering letter is provided in Appendix 15.
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10.6.

Project website

10.6.1. When WPL initially announced it was considering the WIE as a location for
the WEC and launched non-statutory consultation it published a project
website – www.Wrexham-Power.com.
10.6.2. The purpose of the project website is to act as the most up to date source of
project information. The project website was updated and re-launched on 11
July 2014, ahead of statutory consultation, and:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Introduced the project
Explained who WPL is
Summarised the history of the project including the voluntary nonstatutory consultation
Explained that statutory consultation was underway
Listed the time and dates of public exhibition events
Listed locations and times at which hardcopies of statutory consultation
documents were available to inspect
Provided the contact details for WPL
Included an online feedback form through which statutory consultation
responses could be supplied
Provided a document library from which statutory consultation
documents were available to download
Included documents that supported the previous non-statutory
consultation and engagement with the community.

10.6.3. Screen captures of the project website are provided in Appendix 16 of this
report.
10.6.4. From the first publication of the SoCC on 5 July 2014 to the close of statutory
consultation on 24 August 2014, a total of 463 visits were made to the project
website. This resulted in 2,542 page views (the number of website pages that
were viewed by visitors to the website).
10.6.5. The website address was promoted throughout the consultation and across
each channel of communication including the following.
•
•
•
•
•
10.7.

The project information leaflet (Appendix 14)
Exhibition boards (Appendix 21)
Advertising (Appendix 24)
An email announcing the launch of statutory consultation to 313 project
update subscribers (Appendix 17)
Verbally to stakeholders at exhibition events and during phone calls.

Posters

10.7.1. On 10 July 2014, an A4 and an A3 poster advertising WPL’s statutory
consultation were sent to 34 community organisations in the Wrexham areas
of Isycoed, Marchwiel, and the WIE, with a letter requesting that it be
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displayed for the benefit of the public. Circulation of the posters coincided with
the publication of the SoCC. The posters provided the dates during which
statutory consultation was being undertaken, dates and the location of public
exhibition events at which members of the community could meet the project
team, the project website address and contact information for WPL. A copy of
the poster is provided in Appendix 18, a copy of the covering letter is provided
in Appendix 19 and the list of organisations which were sent the poster and
covering letter is provided in Appendix 20.

10.8.

Public exhibition events

10.8.1. Public exhibition events were held on three dates during the statutory
consultation:
•

Monday 21 July 2014, 3pm to 8pm, Isycoed Village Hall, Isycoed Village,
Bowling Bank, LL13 9RN

•

Tuesday 22 July 2014, 3pm to 8pm, Marchwiel Village Hall, Piercy
Avenue, Marchwiel, LL13 0RH

•

Wednesday 23 July 2014, 3pm to 8pm, Atrium Suite, Redwither Tower,
Redwither Business Park, LL13 9XT

10.8.2. The events were provided so that the project’s section 47 and section 48
consultees (the community) could meet the project team and speak to them
directly but were open to all those who might have an interest in WPL’s
proposal for the WEC.
10.8.3. The two of the three venues were those that had been chosen to host events
during non-statutory consultation and would therefore be familiar to
stakeholders. Wrexham County Borough Council affirmed that they were
appropriate venues for the purposes of the consultation.
10.8.4. Isycoed Village Hall was chosen due to its location in the village to the east of
the application site. Marchwiel Village Hall was chosen due to its location in
the village of Marchwiel and frequent use as a centre of community activity. It
was selected as a venue as many of those who participated in non-statutory
consultation lived in the village or the wider area around it. Redwither Tower
was chosen for its location at the centre of the Wrexham Industrial Estate.
10.8.5. Each event was run as a drop-in session so consultees could arrive at their
convenience. The events were open between 3pm and 8pm each day. At
each event representatives of WPL and its project team were available to take
questions about the proposal for the WEC and explain how the project would
proceed.
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10.8.6. The exhibition display boards:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Introduced the project
Set out who WPL is
Summarised the history of the project including the voluntary nonstatutory consultation
Explained that statutory consultation was underway
Directed recipients to the project website for more detailed information
Listed the time and dates of public exhibition events
Listed locations and times at which hardcopies of statutory consultation
documents were available to inspect
Provided the contact details for WPL.

10.8.7. The exhibition boards are reproduced in Appendix 21 of this report.
10.8.8. Printed copies of consultation documents were provided for attendees to
review. Copies of documentation available at each event included the
following.
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

The PEIR (available for review only and not to take away)
PEIR NTS in English and Welsh (available to take away)
Project information leaflet (available to take away)
Red line plan (PEIR site boundary) (available to take away)
Plan of the AGI Site (available to take away)
SoCC (available to take away)
Section 48 Notice (available to take away)
Non-Statutory Consultation Feedback Report (available for review only
and not to take away).

10.8.9. Attendees were encouraged by the project team to provide written feedback
either at the event via printed feedback forms or in writing before the close of
consultation. The feedback form included the project Freepost address and
instructions on how to respond and to do so by the close of statutory
consultation. A copy of the feedback form is provided in Appendix 22.
10.8.10. To keep a log of how many people were in attendance, attendees were asked
to sign in at each event. A total 111 attendees attended the exhibition events.
10.9.

Presentations

10.9.1. A presentation was given to Bangor on Dee Community Council on 21 July
2014 at Bangor on Dee village hall. The presentation explained the proposal
and how SPEN could provide the Electrical Connection based on the findings
of the joint WPL/SPEN feasibility report. An open discussion then followed. In
total 24 individuals attended the presentation. A copy of the presentation is
provided in Appendix 23 of this report.
10.9.2. On 5 August 2014, WPL contacted Isycoed Community Council, Abenbury
Community Council and Sesswick Community Council by letter to offer a
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presentation. No responses were received. Similarly, WPL wrote to selected
WCBC councillors offering a presentation and no responses were received. A
copy of the invitation letters is provided in Appendix 23.
10.10. Inspection documents
10.10.1. Hard copies of statutory consultation documentation were provided in two
locations, available at the listed times:
•
•

Wrexham County Borough Council, The Guildhall, Wrexham, Clwyd,
LL11 1AY
Redwither Tower, Wrexham Industrial Estate, Wrexham, LL13 9XT

10.10.2. These venues were chosen for their accessibility and familiarity to the local
community.
10.10.3. The documentation provided included:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

The PEIR
PEIR NTS
Project information leaflet
Red line plan (PEIR site boundary)
Plan of the AGI Site
SoCC
Section 48 Notice
Non-Statutory Consultation Feedback Report

10.11. PEIR Non-technical summary
10.11.1. The PEIR is a lengthy technical document, so to ensure that consultees could
understand its content and provide meaningful feedback, WPL drafted and
published a Non-Technical Summary of the PEIR (PEIR NTS).
10.11.2. The PEIR NTS follows the same structure as the PEIR and summarises the
information set out in the PEIR, covering:
•
•
•
•
•

The decision-making background
Site and surroundings
The proposed development
Site selection, alternatives and design evolution
Environmental effects (socio-economic, traffic and transport, air quality,
noise and vibration, landscape and visual, ecology, cultural heritage,
ground conditions, the water environment, waste and cumulative
effects)

10.11.3. The PEIR NTS explained that more detailed information, including supporting
appendices, was provided in the PEIR.
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10.12. Advertising
10.12.1. In addition to publishing statutory notices giving notice of planned statutory
consultation, WPL placed adverts in local newspapers to promote the
statutory consultation and the dates of public exhibition events. The adverts
summarised that consultation was underway, gave dates of the exhibition
events and contact details for WPL.
10.12.2. In addition to the section 48 notices that were released and the publication of
the SoCC notice, statutory consultation was also advertised in the following
mediaon the dates given:
•
•

16 July 2014 - Wrexham Daily Post
18 July 2014 - Wrexham Leader

10.12.3. A copy of this advertisement is provided in Appendix 24 of this report.
10.13.

Media coverage

10.13.1. To further publicise statutory consultation, WPL issued a press release to
local media on 15 July 2014 including:
•
•
•
•
•

Wrexham Leader
BBC News Wales
Chester Chronicle
Wrexham.com
Wrexham Daily Post

10.13.2. The press release set out details of the statutory consultation period, the
dates and locations of the exhibition events and contact details for WPL.
Coverage of WPL's events appeared in:
•
•
•

Wrexham Leader
BBC News Wales
Wrexham Daily Post

10.13.3. A copy of the press release is provided in Appendix 25 of this report. Copies
of the resulting press coverage are provided in Appendix 26.
10.14.

Contacting and providing feedback to WPL

10.14.1. WPL provided a variety of channels for consultees to contact the project team
and submit statutory consultation feedback:
•
•
•

Freephone contact number – 0800 319 6185, staffed between 9am and
5:30pm, with a voicemail for out of hours calls
E-mail address – info@Wrexham-Power.com
Freepost address – Wrexham Power Limited, Local Dialogue,
FREEPOST NAT3717, London, SE1 2BR
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•
•
•

online feedback form provided on www.Wrexham-Power.com
hard copy Freepost form available at exhibition events
cut-out Freepost form provided in project information leaflet

10.14.2. A summary of the feedback received through these channels is provided in
the following chapter, chapter 14, of this report Summary of feedback
received in response to consultation in accordance with section 47 and 48 of
the Planning Act 2008.
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11.

Duty to publicise in accordance with section 48 of the
Planning Act 2008

11.1.

Introduction

11.1.1. Section 48 of the PA 2008 requires that applicants for a DCO publicise their
application in the prescribed manner (see Regulation 4 of the Infrastructure
Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure Regulations 2009).
This section sets out how WPL met this requirement.
11.2.

Published notices

11.2.1. WPL produced and published a section 48 notice as follows:
•
•
•

4 July 2014 - London Gazette (public record)
5 July 2014 - Wrexham Leader (circulation 30,266) and the Daily
Telegraph (circulation 523,048)
12 July 2014 - Wrexham Leader

11.2.2. The notice outlined the proposals, the consultation process and how to obtain
further information. It also set out how to respond to the consultation and the
deadline for responses. Copies of the section 48 notice as placed are
provided in Appendix 27 of this report.
11.3.

Notification under Regulation 11 of The Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009

11.3.1. Regulation 11 of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2009 requires that notice be given to consultees
that the proposed development requires environmental impact assessment
(EIA).
11.3.2. As required, the prescribed consultees and the relevant local authorities were
also sent a copy of the section 48 Notice on the 9 July 2014 (see Appendix 5).
A copy of the letter is provided in Appendix 28 of this report.
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12.

Summary of feedback received in response to
consultation in accordance with section 42 of the
Planning Act 2008

12.1.

Introduction

12.1.1. This chapter provides summaries of the feedback received from those bodies
and organisations consulted in accordance with section 42 of the PA 2008. It
also summarises how WPL has taken account of these responses and
explains any changes to the proposals that have been made a consequence.
Full responses to the consultation from section 42 consultees together
with WPL's response are provided in Appendix 29 of this report.
12.2.

Summary of feedback received

12.2.1. The table below summarises key points made in the responses received from
those consulted in accordance with S42 of the PA 2008. The following
organisations/individuals responded to the consultation:
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Isycoed Community Council
Sesswick Community Council
Wrexham County Borough Council
Cheshire West and Chester Council
Denbighshire County Council
Health and Safety Executive
Ministry of Defence
WPD Property Investments Ltd
Equality and Human Rights Commission
Forge Property Consultants on behalf of PIL016
BNP Paribas Real Estate UK obo Royal Mail Plc
Wales and West Utilities
PIL001
PIL002
PIL009
PIL010
PIL011
PIL012
PIL013
Canal and River Trust
National Grid
Public Health England
Environment Agency
NATS
Civil Aviation Authority
Coal Authority
Natural England
Welsh Government
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•
•
•
•
•
•

Railway Heritage Trust
Network Rail
Highways Agency
National Grid Property
National Grid Plant Protection
Clwydian and Dee Valley Range

12.2.2. The remaining section 42 consultees did not respond to the consultation (see
Appendix 5),

66

Table 6: Key points made in s42 consultation responses

Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

Isycoed
Community
Council

Stated that the extent of current
formal consultation to be flawed as
the Application no longer contains
the Electrical Connection.

As the promoter of any works that
may be required in order to
deliver the Electrical Connection,
SPEN will consult as appropriate
on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change required.

Believes a new site appraisal should
be carried out as requirements are
no longer for a 1,200MWe power
station.

The site of the WEC was chosen
for its proximity to both the
existing local electrical
distribution network and a spur of
the gas NTS at Maelor Gas
Works. WIE still represents an
appropriate site for the Scheme.

No change proposed.

WPL’s consideration of
alternative sites is explained in
chapter 3, Site selection,
alternatives and design evolution,
of the ES (Document reference:
6.2) and the Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2).

Objects to the statement that the
proposals will reduce the area’s
reliance on imported energy, stating
that the North West already has a

Noted, however, the Wrexham
area specifically is a net importer
of electricity.

No change proposed.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

Information provided on noise and
emissions are enough to allay the
fears of residents.

Noted.

No change proposed.

Questions the number of jobs to be
created citing lower numbers of
employment opportunities created at
facilities of a similar capacity.

Employment figures are set out
and assessed in the socioeconomic assessment chapter of
the ES.

No change proposed.

Questions whether SPEN can make
connections to the current power
lines

As the promoter of any works that
may be required in order to
deliver the Electrical Connection,
SPEN will consult as appropriate
on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change required.

The consultation process should
start again from the beginning.

The statutory consultation has
fully consulted on the current
Scheme as explained in more
detail in this consultation report.

No change required.

States that electricity demand in
Wales represents 20% of supply
capacity and the North West has a
surplus of power.

Noted, however, the Wrexham
area specifically is a net importer
of electricity.

No change required.

significant excess of supply over
demand for electricity.

Sesswick
Community
Council
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Organisation
or body

Wrexham County
Borough Council

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

Information provided by WPL has
lacked sufficient detail, an example
being the lack of information on the
height of the chimneys and their
emissions.

Maximum stack height is
identified clearly in the PEIR.

No change required.

Concerned at a lack of clear
information about the project and its
potential link to locally proposed
fracking. If the power station is built
and requires gas then opposition to
fracking would be overruled.

WPL has made it clear that its
proposals do not involve or rely
upon local fracking.

No change required.

There is little or no need for the
proposals and there are outstanding
matters to be discussed before a
final decision is made on the
proposals.

The general need for the
proposals is affirmed in National
Policy Statements, as described
in the Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2) that
accompanies the DCO
submission. Following
acceptance of the Application a
full examination into the
Application will be conducted by
the Examining Authority.
Ongoing dialogue with WCBC’s
landscape officer. Landscape and
visual effects of the Scheme are
assessed in chapter 10 of the ES
(Document reference: 6.2)

No change required.

Landscape: WCBC believe there is
still scope to mitigate effects further
to reduce the scheme’s visual
impact.

The Power Station Complex
location and orientation has been
refined to be as close to the
south-west corner of the Site to
integrate it with adjacent industrial
estate structures and increase the
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed
distance from Isycoed to the east.

An assessment of visual effect upon
visitors to the AONB is needed for
completeness.

Included in the landscape and
visual effects chapter of the ES
(Document reference: 6.2)
Included in the landscape and
visual effects chapter of the ES
(Document reference: 6.2)

No change required.

Assessment of visual effects does
not discuss whether a plume from
the chimneys would be evident and
the effect this would have on the
visibility of the development.

There is no visible plume during
operation. Further information
included in the landscape and
visual effects chapter of the ES
(Document reference: 6.2)

No change required.

Trees: A BS55837 Arboricultural
Impact Assessment will be required.

An Arboricultural Impact
Assessment, including tree
protection plan has been
completed (Document reference:
6.2, Appendix 10.8).

No change required.

Transport: A detailed Transport
Statement, which includes
anticipated daily vehicle movements
and AM/PM peak hour movements
for both the construction phase and
when the facility becomes
operational should be submitted.

Undertaken and reported in the
transport chapter of the ES
(Document reference: 6.2).

No change required.

Setting out of best practice for
minimising disturbance and loss of
landscape features needed.

Retention of existing landscape
features such as ponds and
vegetation where feasible.
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Organisation
or body

Cheshire West
and Chester
Council

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

Detailed information on proposed
staff numbers/shift patterns and
layout plans for onsite parking needs
to be provided including details of
maximum size of HGVs likely to be
visiting the site

Undertaken and reported in the
transport chapter of the ES
(Document reference: 6.2).

No change required.

Environmental Protection:
The consultation document does not
provide noise data or assessments,
or dispersion modelling data on air
quality. This is expected to be
included in an Environmental Impact
Statement.

Undertaken and report in the
noise and air quality chapters of
the ES.

No change required.

CWAC requests that Lane End Farm
(NGR 342880 349530) and Crewe
Hill (342070 352720) be included in
the residential receptors included in
the Environmental Impact
Assessment

These receptors have been
included in the air quality chapter
of the ES, chapter 8 (Document
reference: 6.2).

No change required.

Taken into account in the
landscape and visual effects
chapter of the ES (Document
reference: 6.2).

No change required.

The Landscape Officer also stated
the following points to consider:

-View and visual amenity
experienced by residents,
recreational users (including visitors
and tourists) and road users.
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Organisation
or body

Denbighshire
County Council
Health and
Safety Executive

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

-The design of the power station
should consider appropriate
architectural styles, proportions,
materials and landscaping that are
sympathetic to its urban-rural fringe
location.

Noted

DCO Requirement is proposed to
ensure that the detailed
elevational treatment of the
Power Station Complex which will
be subject to approval by the
Local Planning Authority (LPA).

-The siting of new pylons, as far as
practicable, should seek to avoid a
negative impact on historic buildings
and viewpoints.

Noted. As the promoter of any
No change required.
works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical
Connection, SPEN will consult as
appropriate on its proposals at the
relevant time.

No comments to make at this stage.

-

-

The proposed site does not fall
within any of the HSE’s Hazardous
Installation Consultation Zones.
However they urge the developer to
ensure that the proposed power
station does not fall under any Major
Accident Hazard Pipelines
Consultation Zones.

Noted. The proposals do not fall
under any Major Accident Hazard
Pipelines Consultation Zones.

No change required.

They also advise that the developer
check whether Hazardous
Substances Consent is required and
that the development complies with

The amount of gas stored at the
Power Station Complex will not
exceed the threshold set out in
the Regulations therefore a

No change required.
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Organisation
or body

Ministry of
Defence
WPD Property
Investments Ltd
Equality and
Human Rights
Commission

Forge Property
Consultants on
behalf
PIL016

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

the Electricity at Work Regulations
1989 and the Electricity, Safety,
Continuity and Quality Regulations
2002 Acts.
The MoD advises that it has no
safeguarding objections to the
proposals.
Western Power Distribution declined
to comment, as the proposals are
located in an area they do not cover.
EHRC stated that although it lacks
the resources to respond to all
consultations, it will respond where it
may consider there to be pertinent
matters to address.
Their client has objections based on
the following:

Hazardous Substances consent is
not required for the Power Station
Complex.

How the project has
changed

Noted.

No change required

Noted

No change required.

Noted

No change required.

Approximately one third of the land
at [REDACTED] would be subject to
severance under current proposals,
affecting the movement of livestock,
and ability to harvest arable crops.

WPL will work with the landowner
to ensure that disruption to his
use and enjoyment of the land is
minimised and, where
unavoidable, subject to normal
compensation provisions.

No change required.

A loss of Single Farm Payment.

Any loss of income due from the
Basic Payment Scheme will
compensated, subject to
mitigation.

No change required.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

Disruption to water supplies and
drainage.

WPL will work with the landowner
to ensure disruption to private
water supplies and drainage is
minimised, and where possible
avoided. WPL will work with the
statutory undertakers to ensure
disruption to utility services is
minimised, and where possible
avoided.

No change required.

Disruption to a local shooting event
due to the effect of the works on the
bird’s cover and the logistics of the
shoot.

Once the gas pipeline is in place
the land will be restored and
established agricultural and
sporting activities will be able to
resume unimpeded.

No change required.

Concerns over disruption to the
electricity and gas mains that run
under the proposed works area.

WPL is consulting with the
relevant statutory undertakers
and the draft DCO contains
protective provisions to protect
the activities of statutory
undertakers with equipment in the
area of the Scheme.

No change required.

Concerns that remnants of the
decommissioned MoD buildings on
the proposed works area will be
unearthed causing additional stone
and concrete to affect farming
operations.

Taken into account and included
in the Ground Conditions chapter,
chapter 13) of the ES (Document
Reference: 6.2). WPL has
confirmed to the landowner that it
will reinstate land in accordance

No change required.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

to industry standards.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

BNP Paribas
Real Estate UK
obo Royal Mail
Plc

Confirming receipt of section 42
letter dated 10th July 2014 and
confirming that Royal Mail intends to
make a single representation (if
required at the Relevant
representations stage, after the full
ES is available.
Confirming receipt of section 42
letter and enclosures dated 10 July
2014, and confirming that
conversations between WPL and the
WWU site manager at Maelor have
already taken place.

Noted.

No change required.

Noted.

No change required

Requiring clarification of any
proposed freehold acquisition of the
freehold of WWU owned land for
WEC AGI.

WPL are in ongoing discussions
with WWU regarding WPL’s
preferred site for the location of
the AGI Site. These discussions
include arrangements for the
freehold or leasehold acquisition
of the preferred site for the AGI
Site.

No change required

Requesting confirmation that the
location of existing services,
including gas, have been considered
and noted when designing the route
of the WEC Gas Connection.

WPL are aware of the location of
equipment and apparatus owned
and operated by the relevant
statutory undertakers, including
that owned and operated by
WWU. The design of the Gas
Connection Route seeks to

Draft protective provisions issued
to WWU.

Wales and West
Utilities
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

minimise disruption to existing
utility services, where possible.
WPL is consulting with the
relevant statutory undertakers
and the draft DCO contains
protective provisions to protect
the activities of statutory
undertakers with equipment in the
area of the Scheme.

No change required.

Consideration be given to the access WPL has considered access to
arrangements to the proposed WEC the proposed AGI Site throughout
AGI site at Maelor gasworks.
the design and environmental
assessment process. Satisfactory
access to/from the gas AGI Site
from/to the public highway has
been included in the Application.

No change required.

Confirmation that the Maelor
gasworks access road is owned by
National Grid.

No change required.

Comment noted.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

PIL001

Concern regarding ability of existing
SPEN network to take further
electrical load.

The Grid Connection Statement
(Document reference: 8.1)
explains the anticipated
requirements for the Electrical
Connection. It also explains
where WPL is in the process
regarding securing an Electrical
Connection for the Scheme. WPL
can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been
submitted to SPEN. As the
promoter of any works that may
be required in order to deliver the
Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its
proposals at the relevant time.

No change required.

Proposed site has planning consent
on part only, the rest is green belt
fact!

The Power Station Complex Site
is allocated for large scale
employment use under policy E3
of the WCBC UDP (dated
February 2005). Furthermore the
Site also has planning consent for
construction of 24,303 sq m for
industrial/warehouse use. No part
of the site is located in the Green
Belt

No change required.

The Power Station Complex site too
far from Gas Connection, undue

The Power Station Complex is
located approximately 2.5km from

No change required.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

upset to wildlife.

the Gas Connection point to the
NTS. The design and likely
environmental effects of the
construction and operation of the
Gas Connection have been
assessed and presented in the
ES submitted with the Application
(Document reference: 6.2). An
illustrative landscape masterplan
is provided in Document
reference: 2.9.1

No amount of landscaping will
disguise the enormity of the
development.

How the project has
changed

Query need case for the scheme
Plant not needed as Wrexham area
not a high consumer of electricity

The WEC will meet the UK's
strategic need for new sources of
power generation, as identified in
National Policy Statements
considered in the Planning
Statement that accompanies the
Application.

No change required.

No information on proposed future
use of remainder of the site.
Concern over further CCGT
development.

WPL’s Application is for consent
to construct and operate a CCGT
power station of up to 299MWe
only. Any future use of any
remaining part of the Power
Station Complex Site, would
require further planning consents
including appropriate consultation
at that time.

No change required.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

Concern that the plant will emit
odorous smell

The WEC will not produce an
odour.

No change required.

Visualisations at consultation
misleading and perspective/scale
wrong

All visualisations were carried out No change required.
by environmental consultants to
industry standards and have been
verified. The standards are set
out in Appendix 10.1 of the ES
(Document Reference 6.4.5)

Concern over incombination/cumulative noise levels
Internal roads will cause noise.

Noise assessments and
mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and
vibration chapter, chapter 9, of
the ES (Document Reference:
6.2). The final design will need to
comply with the figures used in
the assessment and will be
provided for in the environmental
permit for the Power Station
Complex.

No change required

WPL will not supply electricity to the
WIE

The WEC will supply the
electricity it generates into the
local distribution network that
supplies the WIE. Excess
electricity will be fed into the
National Grid via Legacy
Substation.

No change required.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

WPL will not own or run the site, just
a PR company.

WPL is the applicant for the
No change required.
Scheme and will be named as the
undertaker in the draft Order
(Document reference: 3.1). In
order to construct and operate a
Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project, funding and
other issues will need to be
carefully considered and WPL is
in no different position to any
other project promoter in this
regard. WPL is committed to the
Scheme and to the local and
national benefits that the Scheme
will bring including local
employment.

There will be no local employment
generated

WPL has committed to, within
Requirement 14 of the draft Order
(Document reference: 3.1), to
promote local economic benefit
from the development including
invitation to tender from
companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local
people and local businesses,
where appropriate, in relation to
the construction of the
development and a strategy for

No change required.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

the provision of training
opportunities for local companies
or local people who are employed
to work on the development.
Concern over local house prices

The conclusions of the ES
demonstrate that there would be
no likely significant effects on any
residential receptors associated
with the construction, operation
and decommissioning of the
Scheme.

No change required.

Access for non-intrusive survey work
will not be granted

Comment Noted.

No change required.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

PIL002
PIL009

PIL001
Comments regarding the Gas
Connection:

See above.

See above.

Request that WPL liaise closely with
their appointed agents Rostons with
regards to exact location.

WPL are liaising with Rostons.

No change required.

Ideally pipe not to run through the
middle of fields, ideally follow
boundaries of fields.

Noted. WPL has designed an
appropriate Gas Connection
Route taking account of
ecological and physical
constraints including minimising
the loss of existing hedgerows.
Final routing of the Gas
Connection Route will be
undertaken prior to construction.

No change required.

Request that should negotiations be
entered in to, that a lift and shift
clause be included in the contract,
so that the pipe can be moved
should any development take place.

Noted.

No change required.

Note that a working relationship can
be obtained if the above comments
are taken on board when preparing
the final application.
Responded making the same points
as PIL009.

Noted.

No change required.

See above

See above

PIL010
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

PIL011
PIL012

Responded making the same points
as PIL009.
Responded making the same points
as PIL009, but also:

See above

See above

See above

See above

Object to the proposals due to strain
created in relationship with local
homeowners.
Responded making the same points
as PIL009.
See above - responded with PIL013
Identifies pipeline FM04 - Shocklach
- Maelor as being in close proximity
to the Order Limits and sets out
easements possessed by National
Grid and protective provisions.

Noted

No change required.

See above

See above

See above
WPL are aware of the location of
equipment and apparatus owned
and operated by the relevant
statutory undertakers, including
that owned and operated by
National Grid Gas Plc.

See above
No change required.

PIL013
PIL014
Birch Sites
Limited, National
Grid Property,
National Grid
Electricity
Transmission,
National Grid
Gas

Canal and River
Trust

National Grid formally objects to the
proposals due to the proximity of
National Grid apparatus in the
vicinity of the proposed site, pending
contact from WPL to ensure National
Grid’s apparatus are unaffected by
any of the proposed works.

Confirmation of receipt of s42
consultation letter dated 10 July.
CRT does not wish to make
comment on this project.

WPL is consulting with the
relevant statutory undertakers
including National Grid Gas Plc
and the draft DCO contains
protective provisions to protect
the activities of statutory
undertakers with equipment in the
area of the Scheme.
Comment noted.

No change required.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

Public Health
England

PHE is broadly satisfied with the
submitted documentation. Some
assessments, for example land
contamination, risks to ground or
surface waters and a remediation
strategy are yet to be completed and
PHE will comment further once
completed.

Comment noted.

No change required.

The current documentation does not
consider risks of EMFs to the
national grid. PHE would also like
SPEN's Electrical Connection to be
assessed as part of this study to
understand the cumulative impact of
the development.

No grid enhancements are
proposed in England as a
consequence of the current
project. Future requirements for
EMF studies would be for SPEN
to consider. The cumulative
effects of the Scheme with other
relevant developments including
the Electrical Connection are set
out in cumulative effects section
of the relevant topic chapters of
the ES (Document reference 6.2).

No change required.

A summary list of the potential public
health impacts should be provided.
This should include a summary of
mitigation measures, conclusions
and residual impacts relating to
human health.
Lists sites that the WEC may have
likely significant effects upon.

WPL's ES (Document reference
6.2.) sets out in detail the likely
significant effects of the WEC and
WPL's proposed mitigation
measures.

No change required.

Noted. The sites the EA has listed
have been assessed in the ES

No change required.

Environment
Agency
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

(Document reference: 6.2)

NATS

Civil Aviation
Authority

Expects the Natural Resources
Wales should respond and that no
further consultation is required.
Responded with its response to the
Scoping Opinion consultation
submitted on 1 April 2014.
No impacts anticipated from this
development and as such has no
comments to make.
Check any safeguarding maps
lodged with relevant planning
authorities to identify any aerodrome
specific safeguarding issues.

Comment noted.

No change required.

Comment noted.

No change required.

No change required.
Set out criteria for lighting
aerodrome obstructions and cranes
and confirmed that the WEC does
not require lighting.

Comment noted.

Assumed that the plant will not
routinely, or in emergencies flare
gas, if it will, further discussion is
required around safe guarding.

There is no ability to flare.

No change required.

Set out criteria for charting structures Noted.
greater than 300ft in height.

No change required.

Consult the MOD on military aviation

No change required.

WPL has consulted the MOD.
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Organisation
or body

Coal Authority
Natural England

Welsh
Government

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

matters.

See Appendix 5.

Consult local emergency services in
respect of their air services.

WPL has consulted local
resilience forums. See Appendix
5.
Noted.
The air quality chapter, chapter 8,
of the ES fulfils this requirement
(Document reference: 6.2)

No change required.

WPL clarified in a phone call with
the Welsh Government that they
had misunderstood and its
comments related to the
proposals for the WEC, a CGGT
power station with a generating
capacity of up to 299MWe.

No change required.

The proposed development should
be in accordance with the policies
set out in the Welsh Government's
Planning Policy Wales.

Noted. The Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2) sets
out relevant Welsh policy
considerations including PPW
and the Scheme’s compliance
with the same.
Noted and described in the ES
(Document reference 6.2).

No change required.

There is no impact on national
agricultural interest.

Agreed. WPL considers this
policy in chapter 16 of the ES

No change required.

No comments to make at this stage.
No detailed comments to make on
the PEIR but the ES should be
include all necessary information on
the impacts of the WEC on air
quality.
Writing in response to a consultation
on a proposed 132kV line.

How the project has
changed

No change required.
No change required.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

(Document reference: 6.2).

Railway Heritage
Trust
Network Rail

Natural
Resources Wales

Encouraged to see Best and Most
Versatile agricultural land policy
considered at this stage.

Noted and reflected in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2).

No change required.

The current red-line boundary avoids
the need to disturb provisional
agricultural land classification (ALC)
grade 2 agricultural land to the south
of Wrexham.

Comment noted.

No change required.

Clarified the types of soil described
in specific sections of the PEIR.
No comments to make as the project
does not affect listed railway
buildings.
Appears that the Electrical
Connection will cross a railway line
and that an easement will have to be
agreed before an Application is
submitted.

Comment noted.

No change required.

Comment noted.

No change required.

Grid Connection application
submitted to SPEN. As the
promoter of any works that may
be required in order to deliver the
Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its
proposals at the relevant time.
Comment noted. WPL has
prepared and submitted an ES as
part of the Application (Document
reference 6.2.)

No change required.

We consider that the level of
information to date is generally
satisfactory; however, further
information will be required within
the Environmental Statement, once
the final design has been proposed.

No change required.
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

Highways
Agency

Due to distance of the Highways
Agency's Strategic and Trunk road
network, no comment is necessary
until the 'proposals are 'firmed' up
Holding response received, stating
WPL would be contacted in 7 days.
Schedule of protective provisions
required of third parties

Comment noted.

No change required.

-

-

WPL are aware of the location of
equipment and apparatus owned
and operated by the relevant
statutory undertakers, including
that owned and operated by
National Grid Gas Plc.

No change required.

National Grid
Property
National Grid
Plant Protection

Clwydian and
Dee Valley
Range

Notes that the site is 11km outside
the AONB
The site will be visible in distance
views from the higher ground of the
west of the AONB

WPL is consulting with the
relevant statutory undertakers
including National Grid Gas Plc
and the draft DCO contains
protective provisions to protect
the activities of statutory
undertakers with equipment in the
area of the Scheme.
Comment noted.

Please refer to the Landscape &
Visual chapter, chapter 10, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2)

No change required.

No change required.

The ES should give greater weight to
the consideration of the impacts on
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Organisation
or body

Summary of statutory
consultation response

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

the AONB than the PEIR does.
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13.

Summary of feedback received in response to
consultation in accordance with section 47 of the
Planning Act 2008

13.1.

Introduction

13.1.1. This section of the report summarises the feedback received from the local
community in response to the section 47 consultation, and the wider public in
response to the section 48 publicity. It should be noted that respondents did
not distinguish whether they were responding under section 47 or section 48,
so this section records the feedback on a combined basis.
13.2.

Section 47 and 48 consultation feedback

13.2.1. For the purpose of summarising the overall response to consultation in this
section, WPL has categorised feedback by topic.
13.3.

Anonymity

13.3.1. The feedback provided by individuals (i.e. not on behalf of organisations they
are employed by or represent) is recorded on an unattributed basis in this
report. To assist PINS with the examination of WPL's Application, the named
individuals are referenced by a unique number e.g. WEC001. Where a
response has been made on behalf of an organisation, the name of that
organisation has been given, (e.g. Wrexham County Borough Council).
13.4.

Breakdown of responses received

13.4.1. During the course of statutory consultation with the community, the responses
received broke down as follows:
•
•
•

19 completed feedback forms
60 e-mails and letters
10 phone calls

13.4.2. The above does not include press and sales enquiries.
13.5.

Summary of feedback received

13.5.1. The table below summarises the feedback received by subject area, the
frequency of this response and WPL's response.
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Table 7: Summary of points in s47 and s48 consultation responses
Topic
The development is
not required given
other generation in
the area, for example
Connah's Quay
Power Station
Concerns about
noise levels emitted
by the proposed
WEC

Number of
comments
31

WPL’s response

29

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as
part of the generating process. These turbines
will generate noise but will be enclosed in
acoustically attenuated buildings.

Concerns about the
emissions generated
by the proposed
WEC and potential
impacts to the air

28

The site on the WIE
is not appropriate for
this development

27

Query around the
estimated number of
jobs created,
specifically that
similar power
stations employ less
people
Concerns about the
visual impact of the
development on
neighbouring villages

27

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for
new sources of power generation, as identified
in National Policy Statements which are
outlined in the Planning Statement (Document
reference: 5.2) that accompanies the
Application.

Noise assessments and mitigation measures
are described in the ES (Document Reference
6.2) and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station
Complex.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the
WEC are considered in the air quality chapter,
chapter 8, of the ES (Document reference:
6.2). This concludes that all residential,
commercial and industrial properties and
ecological receptors are likely to remain
unaffected by dust throughout the construction
period. The effect of traffic emissions during
the construction and operational phases of the
development are anticipated to be neutral
resulting in no significant effects. None of the
air quality objectives for human health or
ecology will be exceeded as a result of the
stack emissions. On that basis the effect of
stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and
mitigation measures are described in the ES.
WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is
explained in chapter 3 of the ES (Document
reference 6.2) and the Planning Statement
(Document reference 5.2).
The socio-economic chapter in the ES
provides assessment of the job creation
related to the WEC.

How the project
has changed
No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required.

Socio-economic assessment is provided in
chapter 6 the ES (Document reference: 6.2)
16

The Landscape & Visual chapter, chapter 10,
of the ES (Document reference 6.2) provides
an assessment of potential visual impact of the
WEC and an illustrative landscape masterplan
(Document reference: 2.9.1) has been
submitted as part of the Application.

No change
required.

The Power Station Complex is located in the
south-west corner of the site to integrate it with
adjacent industrial estate structures and
increase the distance from Isycoed to the east.
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Concerns raised
about the height of
the stacks/chimneys
despite reductions in
the generating
capacity of the WEC

Concerns that the
project will require
the initially proposed
400kV pylons

13

12

Concerns that SPEN
will not deliver the
upgrades to their
network as described

11

General support for
the project and
WPL’s chosen site
for the WEC
Concern that the
WEC will harm local
wildlife
Welcome the
decision to progress
the 299MWe CCGT
design as it will
remove the need for
400kV Electrical
Connection
Concerns that the
WEC will decrease
property values in the
area around the site

9

General comment
that it would be
Preferable to focus
on building
renewable energy
generation

3

7

5

4

The generating capacity of a CCGT power
station does not determine the stack height on
its own. Stack heights reflect the topography of
the land and are determined to ensure the
dispersal of emissions according to rules and
regulations which are regulated under an
Environmental Permit.
The stack height has been confirmed as up to
50m.
WPL has confirmed that as a result of reducing
the generating capacity to up to 299 MWe that
the WEC can connect to the distribution
network.
The Grid Connection Statement (Document
reference: 8.1) explains the anticipated
requirements for the Electrical Connection. It
also explains where WPL is in the process
regarding securing an Electrical Connection for
the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an
application for an electrical connection has
been submitted to SPEN. As the promoter of
any works that may be required in order to
deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the
relevant time.
A Grid Connection application has been
submitted to SPEN. SPEN will apply for
consent for any works associated with the
Electrical Connection through the appropriate
lawful consenting regime at the time, including
undertaking any environmental assessment
and consultation that may be required.
WPL welcomes and notes support for the
project.

No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required

Chapter 11 of the ES (Document reference:
6.2) sets out the likely significant effects of the
WEC and how WPL propose to mitigate them
Noted.

No change
required.

The conclusions of the ES demonstrate that
there would be no likely significant effects on
any residential receptors associated with the
construction, operation or decommissioning of
the Scheme.
As explained in the Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application, National Policy Statements
confirm the urgent national need for new gas
and renewable energy generation capacity in
tandem.

No change
required..

No change
required.

No change
required.
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General opposition
expressed to the
proposals
Concerns about
potential pollution to
the rivers

2

Concerns about
potential smells
emitted from the
proposed power
station

2

Concern that the
WEC will impact
listed buildings or
other heritage sites
Concern around gas
leaking from the plant
and harming the area

1

Comment regarding
potential impacts on
the environment of
the Gas Connection.

1

Comment on
potential traffic
issues during
construction

1

Specific request for
compensation for all
property owners who
would potentially lose
value in their homes
due to the proposed
power station

2

1

1

Additionally, the urgent need for energy
generation, including gas fired generating
stations, is explained in NPS EN-1, the Gas
Generation Strategy (DECC, 2012) and the
National Infrastructure Plan (HM Treasury,
2014).
Comment noted.

The Water Environment chapter, chapter 14, in
the ES (Document reference 6.2) provides an
assessment of water elements of the Scheme.
The WEC will not abstract water from, or
discharge water into, rivers.
The WEC will not generate an odour or smell.
The emissions of the WEC will be regulated
under an Environmental Permit.
Air quality assessments reviewed and
finalised. Please see Air quality chapter of the
ES, chapter 8 (Document reference: 6.2).
The Cultural Heritage chapter, chapter 12, of
the ES (Document reference 6.2). There is no
likely significant effect on cultural heritage
assets.
The WEC will comply with all regulation
relating to Hazardous Substances including
gas. The Health and Safety chapter of the ES,
chapter 17 addresses this matter (Document
reference: 6.2).
The WEC's Gas Connection has been routed
to avoided sensitive sites. While there will be
some temporary disturbance to the local
environment while the pipeline is constructed.
Once it is completed it will be buried and any
disturbed areas will be made good.
The Traffic and Transport chapter, chapter 7,
of the ES (Document reference: 6.2.) assesses
the effects of constructing the WEC.
The traffic and transport management for the
WEC during construction will be managed by a
CTMP which is a DCO requirement.
The conclusions of the ES demonstrate that
there would be no likely significant effects on
any residential receptors associated with the
construction, operation and decommissioning
of the Scheme.

No change
required..
No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required.

13.5.2. Each individual verbatim response is provided in Appendix 30 of this report
and WPL's response is provided alongside the points raised.

94

13.6.

Discussions at exhibition events

13.6.1. Throughout statutory consultation in accordance with section 47 of the PA
2008, consultees were encouraged to supply written feedback. Many
consultees who attended the three-day public exhibition chose not to submit a
feedback form but expressed an opinion on the project. These comments
broadly followed themes of the responses provided in written feedback forms.
13.6.2. In summary this included suggestions that the region was well supplied with
power, obviating the need for a new power station, and a concern that the
project might require a 400kV connection.
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14.

Duty to take account of responses to consultation and
publicity

14.1

Introduction

14.1.1 Section 49 of the PA 2008, requires applicants to have regard of relevant
responses made by a person under section 42, in response to section 47
consultation and in response to section 48 publicity.
14.1.2 Taking account of responses
14.1.3 This report records how WPL has taken each response under sections 42, 47
and 48 of the PA 2008 into account. WPL has responded to the individual
points raised and, where a change to the Scheme has been made, recorded it
against that point.
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15.

Conclusion

15.1.1. WPL has undertaken statutory consultation on the WEC in accordance with
sections 42, 47 and 48 of the PA 2008, prior to submitting the Application.
15.1.2. WPL identified at an early stage that its proposal for the WEC was a
development for which an EIA is required, and accordingly prepared and
published a PEIR, enabling consultees to provide informed feedback on the
likely significant environmental effects of the Scheme.
15.1.3. WPL identified and consulted statutory consultees as required by section 42
of the PA 2008. These consultees were provided with consultation materials,
including the PEIR and supporting documents including plans, enabling them
to provide informed feedback on the Scheme.
15.1.4. In accordance with section 47 of the PA 2008, WPL clearly set out how it
would consult the community living in the vicinity of the proposed Scheme by
drafting a SoCC, consulting WCBC on its content, providing a copy to PINS
for comment, publishing it and then consulting in the manner set out. These
consultees were provided with consultation materials, including the PEIR NTS
(available in English and Welsh), enabling them to provide informed feedback
on the likely significant environmental effects of the Scheme.
15.1.5. WPL publicised the Application by publishing notices in the prescribed form in
accordance with section 48 of the PA 2008. The notices were published as
follows:
•
•
•
•

4 July 2014 - London Gazette (public record)
5 July 2014 - Wrexham Leader (circulation 30,266)
5 July 2014 - Daily Telegraph (circulation 523,048)
12 July 2014 - Wrexham Leader (circulation 30,266)

15.1.6. Statutory consultation took place over 42 days between 14 July 2014 to 24
August 2014, exceeding the requirement for at least a 28-day consultation
period as required under the PA 2008.
15.1.7. Post statutory consultation, following clarification on what constitutes
associated development in Wales, in January 2016 WPL notified stakeholders
living within its consultation zone that it would be submitting a planning
application, under the TCPA 1990 for the Gas Connection to WCBC. This
engagement is provided in Appendix 32 of this report.
15.1.8. The Power Station Complex Site still constitutes an NSIP and all previous
consultations remain valid. WPL has remained open to feedback on its
proposal for the WEC and discussions have continued throughout the preapplication process. This is further supported by the additional update
provided to the community and other stakeholders provided in January 2016.
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15.1.9. In summary, as explained above, WPL in 2013 took the decision to progress
with the current Scheme as the consultation feedback on the Previous
Scheme had indicated that the 1,200MWe, capacity power station and the
proposed 400 kV electrical connection caused deep concerns locally. As
such, consultation on the Current Scheme has raised significantly fewer
issues and objections. Those that have been raised have been dealt with as
summarised in tables 6 and 7 and above and have not, in general, required
changes to the Scheme itself. However the ES has been adapted to take on
board various points raised, as has the DCO including its Schedule 2
requirements.
15.1.10. This consultation report has been prepared in accordance and submitted to
the Secretary of State for Energy and Climate Change through PINS, acting
as the examining authority.
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APPENDIX 1: STAGE ONE (NON-STATUTORY CONSULTATION
REPORT)
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APPENDIX 2: NON-TECHNICAL SUMMARY (ENGLISH)

100

101

102

103

104

105

106

107

108

109

110

111

112

113

114

115

116

117

118

119

120

121

122

123

124

125

126

127

128

129

APPENDIX 3: NON-TECHNIICAL SUMMARY (WELSH)
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APPENDIX 4: SECTION 46 NOTIFICATION
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APPENDIX 5: SCHEDULE OF SECTION 42 CONSULTEES4
Please note that blue highlight indicates that the party appears in the
Book of Reference (Document reference: 4.3)
Please see the table at paragraph 8.6.9 of this Consultation Report for an
explanation of the differences between this list of s42 consultees and
the Book of Reference.

Schedule 1 Description
Uk Government

Role
Mr David
Jones

Organisation
The Wales Office

The Secretary Of State
For Defence

The
Secretary Of
State for
Defence

Mod Safeguarding
Office

The Welsh Ministers

Mr Carl
Sargeant

Welsh Government
Minister For
Housing And
Regeneration

The Welsh Ministers

Mr Ron
Loveland

Welsh Government
Director Of
Sustainable Energy
And Industry In
Wales

The Health And Safety
Executive

Ms Laura
Evans

Health And Safety
Executive Nsip
Consultations

Natural England

Mr David
Carter

Natural England

4

Please note that as part of the Secretary of State’s Scoping Opinion of May 2014 BP Gas
Pipeline Limited were listed as a Regulation 9 consultee. At the time of Statutory
Consultation they were not listed on the OFGEM register and as such were not consulted by
WPL
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The Historic Buildings And
Monuments Commission
For England

Mr Shane
Gould

English Heritage

The Historic Buildings And
Monuments Commission
For England

Mr Tim
Johnson

English Heritage

The Historic Buildings And
Monuments Commission
For England

Ms Alison
Macdonald

English Heritage

The Relevant Fire And
Rescue Authority

The Chief
Executive

North Wales Fire
And Rescue
Authority

The Relevant Police And
Crime Commissioner

The Officer

Office Of The Police
And Crime
Commissioner North
Wales

The Relevant Parish
Council Or Relevant
Community Council

The Clerk

Isyoced Community
Council

The Relevant Parish
Council Or Relevant
Community Council

The Clerk

Sesswick
Community Council
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The Relevant Parish
Council Or Relevant
Community Council

The Clerk

Farndon Parish
Council

The Relevant Parish
Council Or Relevant
Community Council

The Clerk

Shocklach Oviatt
And District Parish
Council

The Relevant Parish
Council Or Relevant
Community Council

The Clerk

Willington
Worthenbury
Community Council

The Relevant Parish
Council Or Relevant
Community Council

The Clerk

Bangor Is-Y Coed
(Bangor on Dee)
Community Council

The Relevant Parish
Council Or Relevant
Community Council

The Clerk

Erbistock And Eyton
Community Council

The Relevant Parish
Council Or Relevant
Community Council

The Clerk

Marchwiel
Community Council

The Relevant Parish
Council Or Relevant
Community Council

The Clerk

Abenbury
Community Council
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The Relevant Parish
Council Or Relevant
Community Council

The Clerk

Holt Community
Council

The Environment Agency

Mr Justin
Burnett

The Environment
Agency

The Environment Agency

Mr Mark
Davies

The Environment
Agency

The Equality And Human
Rights Commission

Ms Onora
O'neill

Equality And Human
Rights Commission

The Equality And Human
Rights Commission

Mr Mark
Hammond

Equality And Human
Rights Commission

Royal Commission On
Ancient And Historical
Monuments Of Wales

Mr Peter
Wakelin

Royal Commission
On Ancient And
Historical
Monuments Of
Wales

The Natural Resources
Body For Wales

Ms Sarah
Wood

Natural Resources
Wales

The Natural Resources
Body For Wales

Mr Gareth
Thomas

Natural Resources
Wales

The Natural Resources
Body For Wales

Mr Matthew
Ellis

Natural Resources
Wales

The Civil Aviation Authority

Mr Mark
Smailes

Civil Aviation
Authority
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The Highways Agency

Mr Richard
Mcgowan

The Highways
Agency

The Relevant Highways
Authority

Head Of
Highways

Wrexham County
Borough Council

The Relevant Highways
Authority

Head Of
Highways

Flintshire County
Council

The Relevant Highways
Authority

Head Of
Highways

Powys County
Council

The Relevant Highways
Authority

Head Of
Highways

Denbighshire
County Council

The Relevant Highways
Authority

Head Of
Highways

Shropshire County
Council

The Relevant Highways
Authority

Head Of
Highways

Cheshire West And
Chester Council

The Rail Passengers
Council (Passenger
Focus)

Mr Anthony
Smith

Passenger Focus

The Disabled Persons
Transport Advisory
Committe

Ms Dia
Powell

Disabled Persons
Transport Advisory
Committee (Dptac)
C/O Department For
Transport

The Coal Authority

Ms Rachel
Bust

The Coal Authority

The Coal Authority

Mr Mark
Harrison

The Coal Authority
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The Office Of Rail
Regulation And Approved
Operators

Mr Paul
Wilkinson

Office Of Rail
Regulation
(Customer
Correspondence
Team Manager)

The Office Of Rail
Regulation And Approved
Operators

Mr Richard
Price

Office Of Rail
Regulation

Railway Transport

Company
Secretary

Network Rail
Infrastructure
Limited

Railway Transport

Company
Secretary

Network Rail (Ctrl)
Limited

Railway Transport

Mr Andy
Savage

Highways Agency
Historical Railways
Estate

Railway Transport

Mr Peter
Trewin

Brb Residuary
Limited

The Gas And Electricity
Markets Authority

Mr Keith
Smith

Ofgem

The Gas And Electricity
Markets Authority

Mr Dermot
Nolan

Ofgem

The Water Services
Regulation Authority

Ms Gail
Harris

Ofwat

The Water Services
Regulation Authority

Ms Cathryn
Ross

Ofwat

The Canal And River Trust

Ms Heather
Clarke

The Canal And
River Trust
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Public Health England, An
Executive Agency To The
Department Of Health

Crce Nsip
Consultation
Team

Public Health
England

The Relevant Local
Resilience Forum

Chief
Executive

North Wales
Resilience Forum
Secretariat

The Crown Estate
Commissioners

Dr David
Tudor

The Crown Estate

The Relevant Local Health
Board

Mr Andrew
Jones

Betsi Cadwaldr
University Health
Board

The National Health
Service Trusts

Mr Huw
Brunt

Health Protection
Team Public Health
Wales

The National Health
Service Trusts

Chief
Executive

Welsh Ambulance
Servcies Trusts

The National Health
Service Trusts

Chief
Executive

Velindre Nhs Trust

Ambulance Trusts

Chief
Executive

Welsh Ambulance
Servcies Trusts

Licence Holder (Chapter 1
Of Part 1 Of Transport Act
2000)

Ms Sacha
Rossi

Nats En-Route
(Nerl) Safeguarding
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Universal Service Provider

Company
Secretary

Royal Mail Plc

Water And Sewage
Undertakers

Company
Secretary

Dee Valley Water

Water And Sewage
Undertakers
Water And Sewage
Undertakers

Head of
Planning and
Regeneration
Waste Water
Plant
Protection
Team

Dee Valley Water

Dwr Cymru (Welsh
Water)

Water And Sewage
Undertakers

Company
Secretary

Dwr Cymru (Welsh
Water)

Local Authority

Mr Lawrence
Isted

Wrexham County
Borough Council

Local Authority

Mr Julian
Edwards

Powys County
Council County Hall

Local Authority

Mr Graham
Boase

Denbighshire
County Council

Local Authority

Mr Andrew
Farrow

Flintshire County
Council County Hall

Local Authority

Ms Fiona
Edwards

Cheshire West And
Chester Council

Local Authority

Mr Ian Kilby

Shropshire Council

Welsh Language
Commissioner

Ms Meri
Huws

Welsh Language
Commissioner

Joint Transport Authority

Mr Michael
Whittaker

Taith

Cadw

Ms Marilyn
Lewis

Cadw
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Electricity Transmitters
With CPO Powers

Company
Secretary

National Grid
Electricity
Transmission Plc

Licenced Electricity
Distribution Network
Operators (From Ofgem
List And Pin Reg 9 List)

Company
Secretary

SP Manweb Plc

Licenced Electricity
Distribution Network
Operators (From Ofgem
List And Pin Reg 9 List)

Mr Steven
Edwards

SP Manweb Plc

Licenced Electricity
Distribution Network
Operators (From Ofgem
List And Pin Reg 9 List)

Dr Andy
Beddoes

SP Manweb Plc

Licenced Electricity
Distribution Network
Operators (From Ofgem
List And Pin Reg 9 List)

Asset
Protection
Team

SP Manweb Plc
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Licenced Electricity
Distribution Network
Operators (From Ofgem
List And Pin Reg 9 List)

Company
Secretary

SP Distribution
Limited

Licenced Electricity
Distribution Network
Operators (From Ofgem
List)

Company
Secretary

Western Power
Distribution (West
Midlands) Plc

Licenced Electricity
Distribution Network
Operators (From Ofgem
List)

Asset
Protection
Team

Western Power
Distribution (West
Midlands) Plc

Electricity Independent
Distribution Network
Operators With Cpo
Powers (From Ofgem List
And Pin Reg 9 List)

Mr Alan Slee

ESP Electricity
Limited

Electricity Independent
Distribution Network
Operators With Cpo
Powers (From Ofgem List
And Pin Reg 9 List)

Company
Secretary

Energetics
Electricity Limited
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Electricity Independent
Distribution Network
Operators With Cpo
Powers (From Ofgem List
And Pin Reg 9 List)

Company
Secretary

Independent Power
Networks Limited

Electricity Independent
Distribution Network
Operators With Cpo
Powers (From Ofgem List
And Pin Reg 9 List)

Company
Secretary

The Electricity
Network Company
Limited

Electricity Independent
Distribution Network
Operators With Cpo
Powers (From Ofgem List)

Company
Secretary

Uk Power Networks
(Idno) Ltd

Electricity Independent
Distribution Network
Operators With Cpo
Powers (From Ofgem List)

Company
Secretary

Utility Assets
Limited

Gas Transmission System
Operator

Company
Secretary

National Grid Gas
Plc

Gas Transmission System
Operator

Plant
Protection
Team

National Grid Gas
Plc

169

Ms Vicky
Stirling –
land and
development
team

National Grid Plc

Public Gas Transporter DNO (From Ofgem Listand
Pin Reg 9 List)

Company
Secretary

Wales And West
Utilities Limited

Public Gas Transporter DNO (From Ofgem Listand
Pin Reg 9 List)

Mr Kevin
Jones

Wales And West
Utilities Limited

Independent Gas
Transporter (From Ofgem
List)

Company
Secretary

Energetics Gas
Limited

Independent Gas
Transporter (From Ofgem
List)

Company
Secretary

ES Pipelines Limited

Independent Gas
Transporter (From Ofgem
List)

Mr Alan Slee

ESP Connections
Limited

Independent Gas
Transporter (From Ofgem
List)

Mr Alan Slee

ESP Networks
Limited

Independent Gas
Transporter (From Ofgem
List)

Mr Alan Slee

ESP Pipelines
Limited
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Independent Gas
Transporter (From Ofgem
List)

Company
Secretary

Fulcrum Pipelines
Limited

Independent Gas
Transporter (From Ofgem
List)

Company
Secretary

GTC Pipelines
Limited

Independent Gas
Transporter (From Ofgem
List)

Company
Secretary

Independent
Pipelines Limited

Independent Gas
Transporter (From Ofgem
List)

Company
Secretary

Quadrant Pipelines
Limited

Independent Gas
Transporter (From Ofgem
List)

Company
Secretary

SSE Pipelines
Limited

Gas Transporter (From
Reg 9 List)

Company
Secretary

LNGPortable
Pipeline Services
Limited

Gas Transporter (From
Reg 9 List)

Company
Secretary

The Gas
Transportation
Company Limited

Gas Transporter (From
Reg 9 List)

Company
Secretary

Utility Grid
Installations Limited

AONB Conservation
Boards

Sir/Madam

Clwydian Range
AONB

Non-prescribed
consultation body –
consulted on a
precautionary basis

The Chair

Mobile Operators
Association
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Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL001

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL002

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Barclays
Bank Plc

Barclays Bank Plc

Defra

Defra [WPL NOTE:
DEFRA DOES NOT
APPEAR IN THE
BOOK OF
REFERENCE AS
FOLLOWING
DILIGENT INQUIRY
IT IS NOT
CONSIDERED TO
HAVE AN
INTEREST IN THE
LAND.]

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL003

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL004

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL005

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL006

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL007

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL008
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Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL009

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL010

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL011

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Estates
Manager

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Loan
Servicing
Manager

The Coal Authority
[WPL NOTE: THE
COAL AUTHORITY
DOES NOT
APPEAR IN THE
BOOK OF
REFERENCE AS
FOLLOWING
DILIGENT INQUIRY
IT IS NOT
CONSIDERED TO
HAVE AN
INTEREST IN THE
LAND.]
Department For
Business Innovation
And Skills [WPL
NOTE: THE
DEPARTMENT
FOR BUSINESS
INNOVATION AND
SKILLS DOES NOT
APPEAR IN THE
BOOK OF
REFERENCE AS
FOLLOWING
DILIGENT INQUIRY
IT IS NOT
CONSIDERED TO
HAVE AN
INTEREST IN THE
LAND.]
Barclays Bank Plc
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Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL012

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Company
Secretary

Prysmian Cables
And Systems
Limited

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Company
Secretary

Prysmian Cables
And Systems
Limited

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Loan
Servicing
Manager

National
Westminster Bank
Plc

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL013

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL014

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL015

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL016

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL017

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Mr John
Mcgrath

Lloyds TSB Bank
Plc

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Company
Secretary

Birch Sites Limited
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Person With An Interest In
The Land

Company
Secretary

National Grid
Property Holdings
Limited

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Grant
Haldane

National Grid
Property Holdings
Limited

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Site
Manager,
Wrexham

Flogas Britain
Limited

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Company
Secretary

Flogas Britain
Limited

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL018

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL019

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL020

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL021

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL022

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Santander Uk Plc
[WPL NOTE:
SANTANDER UK
PLC DOES NOT
APPEAR IN THE
BOOK OF
REFERENCE AS
FOLLOWING
DILIGENT INQUIRY
IT IS NOT

Loan
Servicing
Manager
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CONSIDERED TO
HAVE AN
INTEREST IN THE
LAND.]

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL023

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Mr Tony
Goddard

Gardenbreeze
Limited

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Company
Secretary

Wrexham Land
Limited

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Mr Tony
Goddard

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Loan
Servicing
Manager

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Company
Secretary

Bryn Lane
Properties LLP
[WPL NOTE: Bryn
LANE
PROPERTIES LLP
DOES NOT
APPEAR IN THE
BOOK OF
REFERENCE AS
FOLLOWING
DILIGENT INQUIRY
IT IS NOT
CONSIDERED TO
HAVE AN
INTEREST IN THE
LAND.]
Bank Of Scotland
Plc [WPL NOTE:
BANK OF
SCOTLAND DOES
NOT APPEAR IN
THE BOOK OF
REFERENCE AS
FOLLOWING
DILIGENT INQUIRY
IT IS NOT
CONSIDERED TO
HAVE AN
INTEREST IN THE
LAND.]
TDG (UK) Limited
[WPL NOTE: TDG
DOES NOT
APPEAR IN THE
BOOK OF
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REFERENCE AS
FOLLOWING
DILIGENT INQUIRY
IT IS NOT
CONSIDERED TO
HAVE AN
INTEREST IN THE
LAND.]

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Company
Secretary

Norbert
Dentressangle
Logistics Limited

Person With An Interest In
The Land

General Site
Manager,
Wrexham

Norbert
Dentressangle
Logistics Limited

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Company
Secretary

NDL International
SAS

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Notice
Handling
Manager

British
Telecommunications
Plc

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Company
Secretary

British
Telecommunications
Plc

Person With An Interest In
The Land

Person With An Interest In
The Land

PIL024

Plant
Protection
Team

Fibrespeed Limited
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APPENDIX 6: SECTION 42 NOTIFICATION LETTER
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COMPANYING DRAFT SOCC
APPENDIX 8: LETTER ACC
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APPENDIX 9: DRAFT SOCC AS SENT TO WREXHAM
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APPENDIX 10: COMMENTS SUPPLIED BY WREXHAM COUNTY
BOROUGH COUNCIL ON THE DRAFT SOCC
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APPENDIX 11: THE SOCC Part 1 (the SoCC itself – also labelled as
“Report to Inform the Statement of Community Consultation produced in
accordance with s47(6) of the Planning Act 2008”) and Part 2 (the SoCC
notice)
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APPENDIX 12: THE PLANNING INSPECTORATE'S FACTUAL CHECK OF
THE DRAFT SOCC

259

260

261

262

263

264

265

266

APPENDIX 13: SECTION 47 (6) SOCC NOTICE AS PLACED
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APPENDIX 14: PROJECT INFORMATION LEAFLET
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APPENDIX 15: PROJECT INFORMATION LEAFLET COVERING LETTER
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APPENDIX 16: PROJECT WEBSITE
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APPENDIX 17: CONSULTAT

303

APPENDIX 18: PROJECT POSTER
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APPENDIX 19: PROJECT POSTER GUIDANCE
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Dear Sir/Madam,

Information poster on pla
ans for new gas power station in Wre
exham
I am writing to you on behalf of Wrexham Power Limited, as we would like you
ur help
in publicising an important publiic consultation by displaying the enclosed posters.
We will shortly be launching ourr statutory consultation on plans for the Wrexha
am
Energy Centre. Our proposals w
will deliver a new 299MWe combined cycle gas
s
turbine (CCGT) power station, lo
ocated on the Wrexham Industrial Estate.
Our Statutory Consultation runss from 12 July to 24 August 2014 and follows th
he
earlier stage of non-statutory co
onsultation, which took place in 2012.
We will shortly be writing to you, other community groups and local residents with
w
further detailed information about our proposals. However, before we do this, we
w
want to raise awareness in the llocal community about the upcoming consultation and
to encourage as many people a
as possible to come to our forthcoming public
exhibitions.
We have therefore provided th
he enclosed poster(s) and would be gratefu
ul if you
could put one or two of them up on your notice board(s) / in your window
w(s).
Further information on the propo
osals is available on our consultation website –
www.Wrexham-Power.com. You can also get in touch by calling 0800 319 618
85,
emailing Info@Wrexham-Powerr.com or writing to Wrexham Energy Centre,
Local Dialogue, Freepost NAT3
377, London, SE1 2BR.
Thank you in advance.
Yours faithfully,
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APPENDIX 22: FEEDBACK FORM
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PRESENTATION
APPENDIX 23: PROJECT P
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APPENDIX 24: CONSULTAT
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APPENDIX 25: CONSULTATION PRESS RELEASE
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APPENDIX 27: SECTION 48 NOTICES
WREXHAM LEADER, 5 AND 12 JULY 2014
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London Gazette, 4 July 2014

341

342

The Telegraph, 5 July 2015

343

APPENDIX 28: REGULATION 11 NOTICE
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Appendix 29: Statutory consultation feedback in response to s42 consultation, WPL’s response and how the project has
changed
Company/
Organisation
Isycoed Community Council

WPL’s response

How the project has
changed

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that
power stations and their electrical connections
are not required to be consented at the same
time (for example this was the approach taken
for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear Power Station
and its electrical connection).

No change required.

Proposed 299MWe Combined Cycle Gas Turbine Power Station – Wrexham
Industrial Estate
Isycoed Community Council has considered the above proposal and would make
the following points as part of the formal consultation process.
1. The consultation process
The Community Council feel that the extent of the current formal consultation is
flawed and inappropriate given the uncertainty expressed by Scottish Power
Manweb plc over the feasibility of connection to their existing power lines. This is
also acknowledged at para 3.11 page 23 of your Peir Report
During the informal consultation process, many other communities were consulted
and made comment. These communities have been excluded from the current
process because of your assumption (contradicted by Scottish Power) that the
Electrical Connection can be made under permitted development rights or other
powers and do not form part of the Development Consent Order application. In
effect, these communities have been disenfranchised and the Community Council
feel that the entire operation and connections should form part of the DCO
submission and be the subject of full consultation. It is not acceptable that
consent may be given for the power station in isolation without knowing the full
implications of the required Electrical Connections.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document
reference: 8.1) explains the anticipated
requirements for the Electrical Connection. It
also explains where WPL is in the process
regarding securing an Electrical Connection for
the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an
application for an electrical connection has
been submitted to SPEN. As the promoter of
any works that may be required in order to
deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the
relevant time.
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WPL can confirm that its ES has cumulatively
assessed the anticipated Electrical Connection
together with the Scheme and other relevant
developments (Document reference: 6.2).
There is a general lack of detail within the documents to make a informed
judgement on the proposal. For example, there are statements outlining the
current landscape features but little information on proposals to enhance the
landscape to mitigate the effects of the development. The building dimensions are
indicative, the stack heights are estimates and will not be known until further work
is carried out for the environmental regulators and permit requirements; the finish
of the buildings is not discussed.

No change required.
The Scheme has been environmentally
assessed in line with what is known as the
‘Rochdale envelope’ principle, which allows for
parameters of a scheme to be assessed. This
means there is some flexibility in the design
envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains this further
and defines the maximum dimensions of each
element of the Scheme.
Maximum building dimensions for each of the
components of the Power Station Complex,
which were used for the assessments, and
drawings were presented in the Preliminary
Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) and the
Non-Technical Summary (PEIR-NTS). Within
the PEIR we presented photomontages
without mitigation to inform the community and
to encourage feedback which could be
considered in designing and preparing the
landscape and mitigation plans for submission.
WPL's design evolution has followed an
iterative design process which has influenced
the shape and scale of its project. It consulted
at an early stage in the scheme design in order
to allow feedback to influence that design.
Therefore, by necessity, design parameters
were not fixed.
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The final design of the Power Station Complex
Site is subject to WPL submitting an
application to WCBC for approval in
accordance with Requirement 2 of the draft
Order (Document reference 3.1)
2. Site selection
The site was originally selected on the land requirements for a 1200MWe power
station. Now the requirement is much reduced at 3-4 ha for built development
(para 5.10 page 28 of the Peir report), the Community Council feel that a new site
appraisal should have been undertaken. This may have revealed that other sites
within the Industrial Estate and less visually intrusive would be more appropriate.
The Council also feel that as the primary function is to supply the National Grid,
location is not critical and more consideration should have been given to utilizing
existing redundant power station sites available for redevelopment or indeed,
focusing on areas where the infrastructure is already in place such as Stanlow,
Ince and the M56 corridor in Cheshire.

No change required.
The proposed output of the Wrexham Energy
Centre has reduced from up to 1,200 MWe to
up to 299 MWe. The footprint of the Power
Station Complex doesn’t reduce by the same
amount. There are no other sites on the WIE
that can accommodate the Power Station
Complex, the landscaping and ecological
mitigation and the construction laydown area
and retain the potential to connect to the NTS.
In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is
already allocated for a large scale
development and planning permission has
been granted for a high bay warehouse and
office building totalling 24,303 sq m. The WEC
would not appear in contrast against the other
large industrial buildings with stacks on the
WIE.

Serious consideration should have been given to locating the power station at the
site of the former Maelor Gas Works. This area is a brown field site, is located
further from residential properties, is not adjacent to a primary school and would
have the obvious advantage (both environmentally and financially) of not requiring
a 3km gas pipeline as well as being immediately adjacent to the existing overhead

WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is
explained in chapter 3, Site selection,
alternatives and design evolution, of the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) and the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2).
WPL do not consider the Maelor Gas Works
site suitable for the WEC, for a number of
reasons:
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power lines you hope to connect with.

It is a matter of fact that both your proposed site and the adjoining Kingsmoor
Park north site have valid planning consents for B1 and B8 uses (not B2 as you
state on page 20 of your Peir Report) which were granted on appeal by the
Planning Inspectorate. However, both Inspectors were clearly influenced by and
attached significant weight to the fact that it was claimed they were to be used for
the expansion of an existing adjoining business creating up to 160 jobs. This is
clearly reflected in both appeal decisions. It is misleading to state on page 24 of
the Peir that your proposed site formed part of the Owens Corning buildings. In
fact, it housed a car park and the remainder was green field. It was not covered
with substantial buildings or any that created an adverse visual impact. Whilst the
Industrial Estate may be defined as large in terms of acreage, it does not house
comparable uses.

There are no proposals shown for how the remaining site area will be used or

•

Maelor Gas Works is an operational
site owned and operated by both
National Grid and Wales and West
Utilities.

•

It is not allocated for development and
does not have the benefit of a planning
consent for large scale development.

•

The site, although close to the existing
single circuit overhead power line
(installed in 1963), is remote from the
Marchwiel substation to which WPL
wish to connect the WEC due to it
having more than a single connection.

•

The site is remote from the WIE and
does not therefore have potential to
provide CHP to the WIE which is a
requirement of NPS-EN1.

No change required.

Planning consent for Kingmoor Park South, the
proposed location of the Power Station
Complex Site was granted at appeal (Appeal
Ref: APP/H6955/A/09/2113258). Paragraph 64
of the appeal decision, under the section
‘Formal Decisions’, says, ‘I allow the appeal,
and grant planning permission for B2/B8
development and associated ecological……..’
The site is described in the ES (Document
Reference: 6.2) as a partly greenfield and
partly brownfield site. We explain the former
brownfield areas of the site and their former

No change required.
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indeed if any landscaping will be undertaken on the Eastern boundary to help
mitigate the development from the Residents in Isycoed. It is conceivable that if
the Kingsmoor Park North site is developed by the haulage company already
occupying the former Owens Corning site there may be a requirement to
construct an internal road way across this land to provide access (this was
revealed at the time the applications were considered). This could impact further
on the residents living along the B5130 at Isycoed.

3. Need
It is stated that the proposal provides an opportunity to improve the power supply
to the Industrial Estate and reduce the area’s reliance on imported energy as well
as improving energy security
The North West has a significant excess of supply over demand for electricity.
Indeed, Connah’s Quay in the neighbouring county of Flintshire is a major source.
It is not critical that a new power station is built at Wrexham and it is not
practicable that every area has its own power station to be self sufficient. Perhaps
the site search should be focused on where the need is the greatest – the South
of England.

In considering the application for a new prison with 2000+ inmates together with
all ancillary services, Scottish Power commented ‘that there is enough capacity in
the local infrastructure to supply the development’ (source: Vol 2 para 5.34
Environmental Statement Main Report – North Wales Prison, Wrexham).
The Community Council are of the view that a power station in Wrexham is
neither required nor desirable at the proposed location and that any shortcomings

use.

An Illustrative Landscape and Ecological
Mitigation plan is included with the application
(Document Reference 2.9.1) which shows how
the site, in addition to the Power Station
Complex is to be developed including
landscaping along the eastern boundary of the
site.
The internal roadway has already been
consented as part of the consent for Kingmoor
Park North. This has been taken into account
in the ES (Document Reference 6.2) and the
design of the landscaping and ecological
mitigation.

No change required.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for
new sources of power generation, as identified
in National Policy Statements which are
outlined in the Planning Statement (Document
reference: 5.2) that accompanies the
Application.
WPL is not making a comment about the level
of generation in the wider North Wales area.
Wrexham and the WIE imports electricity from
the Legacy Grid Supply Point. Wrexham is a
net importer of electricity even after taking
account the embedded renewable generation
in the general Wrexham area.
SPEN owns and manages the electricity
distribution network for Wrexham. They are not
a generator and their comments are isolated to

349

in local supply can be remedied by upgrading existing facilities through the energy
provider

4. Noise and Emissions
Whilst some information is contained within the Peir it is felt that this is insufficient
to allay the fears of residents. They already suffer from relatively high background
noise levels from the Industrial Estate particularly during the summer months and
when the prevailing wind is evident. Noise attribution has always been an issue
given the various employment activities on the estate and the varying tonal
changes which can be intrusive but masked by an average leq noise reading.
The stack heights and diameters are important to the community. It is felt that
modeling exercises should have been undertaken and a clear indication on stack
heights given (it is assumed the 50m height is a worse case scenario). Again,
there is an assumption that air quality is good although there is a monitoring
station at the local school, located there specifically because of previous
concerns. The area is of a dairy/arable farming community and the Community
Council are concerned that there could be implications both on the immediate
community and further afield over the Cheshire border if emissions are allowed to
enter the food chain through cattle or crops.

the network’s ability to supply electricity in
accordance with their statutory obligations.
The capacity of the network is not in doubt.

No change required.

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as
part of the generating process. These turbines
will generate noise but will be enclosed in
acoustically attenuated buildings, mitigating
the affect on the primary school.
Noise assessments and mitigation measures
are described in the Noise and vibration
chapter, chapter 9, of the ES (Document
Reference: 6.2). The final design will need to
comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station
Complex.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the
WEC are considered in the Air quality chapter,
chapter 8, of the ES (Document reference:
6.2). None of the air quality objectives for
human health or ecology will be exceeded as a
result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be
not significant. Air quality assessments and
mitigation measures are described in the ES.

5. Jobs
The Community Council are not convinced that the amount of employment
allegedly to be created (30 permanent and 800 construction) is realistic when

No change required.
A 50m high stack is the worst case scenario.

350

compared to other facilities of a similar capacity. The figures appear to be over
inflated by 100% when compared with a comparable facility at Hirwaun and it is
felt that the small number of jobs created do not outweigh the adverse
environmental effect of the proposal. There is no mention of whether these are full
time equivalent jobs. By comparison, the proposal for a Prison in Wrexham has
revealed that the creation of ‘local jobs’ in reality is defined as living within a 50
mile radius of the site or an hour commuting time. Obviously the construction jobs
are short term and the project would undergo a tendering process which would
not necessarily employ local labour.

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in
the ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides an
assessment of the job creation related to the
WEC. 495 peak construction jobs for the
Power Station Complex site and 20
construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information
from EPC contractors for similar CCGT power
station development together with professional
judgement.
The operational jobs were assessed in the
same way.
Hirwuan is a different project, albeit of the
same rated output, which will utilise different
technology and have different mitigation and
cannot be compared with the Scheme.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14
of the draft Order (Document reference: 3.1),
to promote local economic benefit from the
development including invitation to tender from
companies within the County Borough of
Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to
the construction of the development and a
strategy for the provision of training
opportunities for local companies or local
people who are employed to work on the
development.

Sesswick Community Council
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Sesswick Community Council wish to make the following comments as part of the
formal consultation process.
The consultation process on the above scheme has failed. It is incomplete and
has supplied insufficient information of the project to the Council and to other
statutory consultees. Also it has not anticipated that changes need to be made to
the project.
The statement of Community Consultation was agreed with Wrexham County
Borough Council (WCBC) on the basis of sufficient detail and scale of the project
being given and anticipated that the existing Scottish Power (SP) network would
be capable of exporting electricity.
There is now some uncertainty that SP can make connections to the existing
power lines. SP have indicated that this is by no means agreed, even in principle,
what they would need to do to export electricity from Wrexham Power Limited.
(WPL) SP has further indicated that this work would not be allowed under
permitted development rights or other powers and does not form part of the
Development Consent Order application.
As this may adversely affect the viability of the scheme, a full and proper
consultation process, as required by the 2008 Act and Advice Note 16, should
recommence when all details of the scope and impact of the development,
including Electrical Connections are known. These changes may need additional
132kV lines and consultation with a much wider range of communities.

At present, it appears that the project is proceeding through the process of
seeking consent when people who may be affected are not aware of the full
implications of electricity export. Also, the Council is most concerned of hearing
reports that the Planning Minister, Nick Bowles, and others, are unwilling to
confirm that approval for 1200MW power station would not be granted despite
consultation being for a 299MW plant.

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that
power stations and their electrical connections
are not required to be consented at the same
time (for example this was the approach taken
for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear Power Station
and its electrical connection).

No changes
required.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document
reference: 8.1) explains the anticipated
requirements for the Electrical Connection. It
also explains where WPL is in the process
regarding securing an Electrical Connection for
the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an
application for an electrical connection has
been submitted to SPEN. As the promoter of
any works that may be required in order to
deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the
relevant time.
WPL can confirm that its ES has cumulatively
assessed the anticipated Electrical Connection
together with the Scheme and other relevant
developments (Document reference: 6.2).
WPL is applying for a Power Station complex
site with a capacity of upto 299MWe. The ES
(Document Reference 6.2) has assessed the
effects of an upto 299MWe power station. The
buildings dimensions are suitable for a power
station with a capacity of upto 299MWe and
are too small for a 1200MWe facility.

No changes required
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Additionally any promoter would have to
consider the potential for Carbon Capture and
Storage for a facility with a capacity greater
than 300MW. WPL does not believe that it
would be possible to amend the DCO, if it is
made, to facilitate a larger facility with larger
buildings, greater environmental impacts and
CCS. WPL is of the opinion that an entirely
new application would need to be made. If this
was WPL intention it would have submitted the
application for the larger scheme rather than
the application that it has made.
The original proposal was for a 1200MW power station at Is-y-Coed, with 10 miles
of 47m high 400kV pylons, a buried gas pipeline and a carbon capture pipeline to
the sea. In order to demonstrate a need, WPL stated that the area had a shortfall
of power, and that Wrexham Industrial Estate (WIE) had only one electrical feed,
which was subject to supply problems.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for
new sources of power generation, as identified
in National Policy Statements which are
outlined in the Planning Statement (Document
reference: 5.2) that accompanies the
Application.

No changes
required.

The urgent need for energy generation,
including gas fired generating stations, is
explained in NPS EN-1, the Gas Generation
Strategy (DECC, 2012) and the National
Infrastructure Plan (HM Treasury, 2014).
As you are no doubt aware, electricity demand in Wales represents some 20% of
supply capacity, and the North West has a considerable surplus of power. There
are three electrical feeds into WIE, and SP has strongly denied that there are
supply problems. The misinformation provided by WPL was given to the Council
and others at presentations and remained uncorrected on the WPL website and
documents for many months.

WPL is not making a comment about the level
of generation in the wider North Wales area.
Wrexham and the WIE imports electricity from
the Legacy Grid Supply Point. Wrexham is a
net importer of electricity even after taking
account the embedded renewable generation
in the general Wrexham area.

Much information provided by WPL has insufficient detail. For instance, an item of

The Scheme has been environmentally

No changes
required.
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great interest locally, and also in downwind Cheshire, is the height of the
chimneys and their emissions. No information is available from WPL. However, a
local estimate is that CO2 emissions possibly in excess of 700, 000 tonnes per
year could be expected to be added to the existing WIE emissions. The Council is
concerned by that high figure and that WCBC may not be able to reach its target
of reducing CO2 emissions by 50%.

assessed in line with what is known as the
‘Rochdale envelope’ principle, which allows for
parameters of a scheme to be assessed. This
means there is some flexibility in the design
envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains this further
and defines the maximum dimensions of each
element of the Scheme.

No changes
required.

Maximum building dimensions for each of the
components of the Power Station Complex,
which were used for the assessments, and
drawings were presented in the Preliminary
Environmental Impact Report (PEIR) and the
Non-Technical Summary (PEIR-NTS). Within
the PEIR we presented photomontages
without mitigation to inform the community and
to encourage feedback which could be
considered in designing and preparing the
landscape and mitigation plans for submission.
WPL's design evolution has followed an
iterative design process which has influenced
the shape and scale of its project. It consulted
at an early stage in the scheme design in order
to allow feedback to influence that design.
Therefore, by necessity, design parameters
were not fixed.
In March 2014, WPL revised their proposals to a 299MW power station with an
upgrade to existing SP 132kV supply system. It suggests a possible diversions to
take the 132kV route further away from Bangor-on-Dee, some unground cabling,
plus restringing of the existing route to Legacy National Grid Power Station.
This revised proposal will still have a very limited use in this area, as much of its
output will go into the grid (providing a connection can be made) and will incur

Comments noted

No changes
required.
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extra costs through transmission losses, unnecessary created CO2 emissions
and blight the landscape.
The UK energy policy does not require local areas to have their own power station
and there is no critical need for a power station in Wrexham. It remains very
doubtful if any cost benefit analysis would show a need. When the planning
application was being considered for the new prison, a building planned for 2100
inmates, SP commented, ‘that there is enough capacity in the local infrastructure
to supply the development.’

SPEN owns and manages the electricity
distribution network for Wrexham. They are not
a generator and their comments are isolated to
the network’s ability to supply electricity in
accordance with their statutory obligations.
The capacity of the network is not in doubt.

Better locations exist for power stations, i.e., in area where there are power
shortages. Former power stations and other similar industrial sites that have had
power connections should be used to avoid expense on unnecessary new pylon
routes.

Government policy does not specify where
new generating capacity should be
constructed. Consents have been granted on
former power station sites and also on sites
which have no generating history.

Consideration should be given in such projects to a providing genuine Combined
Heat and Power configuration so that emissions to atmosphere could be reduced,
not increased, lower emissions and raise the efficiency of the plant.

The Scheme incorporates the potential for a
heat network interface building from which it
would be feasible to process and supply heat
to commercial uses elsewhere within the WIE
and makes the proposal CHP Ready. An
Energy Survey was prepared and circulated to
occupiers on the WIE to determine how they
use energy, and whether there are users which
could benefit from waste heat from the WEC.
The survey results identified the need. The
exact nature of any heat network would be
subject to viability, commercial discussions,
additional consultation and planning consents.
Early indications on the feasibility of employing
CHP are therefore favourable but further study
is required to confirm its technical and
economic potential. This is explained in further
detail in the Planning Statement (Document
reference: 5.2).

No changes
required.

No changes
required.

No changes
required.
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Estimates of benefit to the area seem exaggerated. A comparable site to
Wrexham appears to be that of the Hirwaun 299MW project. The Wrexham site is
shown to need double the number of permanent jobs, four times the number of
construction jobs and £100M more investment.

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in
the ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides an
assessment of the job creation related to the
WEC. 495 peak construction jobs for the
Power Station Complex site and 20
construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information
from EPC contractors for similar CCGT power
station development together with professional
judgement.
The operational jobs were assessed in the
same way.
Hirwuan is a different project, albeit of the
same rated output, which will utilise different
technology and have different mitigation and
cannot be compared with the Scheme.

Both the council and local residents have become distrustful of developers behind
WPL. In the earlier pre-consultation, they failed to consult properly with Bangoron-Dee, and only partially with Is-y-Coed and Cheshire. (some two miles
downwind from the proposed site) WPL claimed distribution of leaflets in areas
where no one received such information. WPL have underplayed the impact of
power lines, initially denying that they were required and then holding an informal
consultation process with no mention of pylons. WPL have claimed benefits for
the scheme which demonstrably could not be delivered, and have claimed
experience that they did not have.

WPL is not proposing fracking or working with
any of the companies promoting fracking in the
Wrexham area.

The Council and local residents are very strongly concerned about the clear lack
of information about the potential link between the proposed power station
development and fracking in the local area, for which some exploratory drilling
has taken place.

These points have been addressed above.

If the two issues are linked in any way, the Council has a right to know. Residents
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do not want to be in a position where, because the power station has already
been built and needs the gas, local opposition to fracking would be more likely to
be overruled. These questions need to be answered in a clear and transparent
way, with all relevant issues laid out or everyone to consider.
In conclusion, the Council considers that there is little or no need for the proposed
299MW power station in the area and that any shortcomings in the local supply
can be dealt with by upgrading the present facilities. It is felt that the suggested
benefits of the proposal have been exaggerated and it would increase noise and
pollution from the WIE onto areas of class 1 agricultural land and may have a
detrimental effect on animals and crops.
The consultation is by no means complete. There are matters which have not
been resolved and other which have not even been addressed. Until all matter
have been discussed, no final decision on this project should be taken.

Wrexham County Borough Council
I attach comments from various consultees within the Planning Department.
Highways and Environmental comments are also included. If you wish to discuss
the various areas of consideration, I have attached the relevant contacts. The
Councils Arboricultural Officer in particular has requested a meeting to discuss
the potential tree issues with the consultant acting on behalf of Wrexham Power
Limited.

WPL has addressed the points raised by
WCBC. WPL's ES (Document reference: 6.2)
explains how this has been achieved in detail.

No change required.

Consultation Responses
1. LANDSCAPE
Landscape and visual comments on the Preliminary Environmental Information
Report (PEIR) July 2014
Richard Sumner CMLI
20th August 2015

357

The preliminary landscape and visual impact assessment for the Energy Centre
and Gas corridor, covers the assessment topic satisfactorily, but there are a
number of areas where further information is required to reduce areas of
uncertainty and there is a need to look again at the potential to mitigate residential
amenity impacts.
The key issues of the proposal are the visual impact of the Energy Centre upon
the dispersed rural community and road users to the north east, east and south
east of the site and their experience of the landscape character of the area (Dee
Terraces). The visual impacts have been assessed to be Moderate adverse in the
main and Major at Marshley Farm receptor, which are significant within terms of
an EIA.
Whilst the extent of significant impacts is localised – in part given the
development of a brownfield site, proximity to and influence of an established
industrial area, strong visual enclosure of the Dee Terrace landscape, remoteness
and sparsely populated nature of the area, there is still scope to mitigate effects
further to reduce the scheme’s impact – see numbered points below.
The assessment of effects for the Gas corridor can only be considered a general
guide at this stage, as the impact upon landscape features (trees, hedgerows,
field ponds etc.) has not been quantified and the method of laying the pipe, extent
of way leaves has not clarified. I am interested here in how UDP policy EC4 will
be supported – the setting out of the design development approach which sets in
place a strategy to conserve landscape features and reinstate/compensate only
where other options are no available.
The connection of the Energy Centre to the national grid is now proposed to be by
an upgrade of the existing network, including the replacement of existing
overhead lines and construction of new underground cables. It is noted that this
could be done under permitted development right, exemption or require planning
permission. This removes an element of the scheme which would have introduced
a landscape and visual effect. Whilst this is a positive step to minimizing the
extent of effects of the proposal particularly on rural communities and the wider
landscape, details of the proposed upgrade and strategy for minimizing landscape
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and visual impact through construction and operational decisions would be
beneficial given the community interest in the project, irrespective of whether or
not a planning submission is required.

Recommendation
The proposal would result in significant adverse effects upon the dispersed rural
community and road users within approximately 2km to the north east, east and
south east of the site and their experience of the Dee Terraces landscape
character of the area. The chimney stacks would have a wider influence and
impact but to a degree which falls below significant. The extent of significant
impacts is however relatively limited given the scale of the proposed development
– in part due to the development of a brownfield site, proximity to an industrial
area with established industrial characteristics, the strong visual enclosure of the
Dee Terraces landscape with few open views, the remoteness and sparsely
populated nature of the area. I therefore do not object to the proposal, subject to a
more focused attention to mitigate the effects upon the local community and
address my other concerns regarding the Gas pipeline set out below.
Areas which need to be addressed within the evolution of the proposal, future EIA
reports and supporting statements:
1. Designated landscapes – assessment of the visual effects upon visitors to the
AONB need to be addressed for completeness.

The Landscape and visual chapter, chapter 10,
of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) considers
the AONB.

2. Potential Mitigation – Contrary to the statement set out in section 1.16 I can’t
find details of landscape and visual mitigation measures. The assessment tables
in the landscape and visual effects section refer to ‘best practice’ which is unclear
as to the approach to be taken. Whilst this is a preliminary assessment setting out
the key areas of effects, and Landscape Mitigation Strategy would have been
useful at this stage to set out best practice (alluded to), covering objectives for
minimizing disturbance and loss of landscape features (hedgerows, trees and
habitat features), how construction of the gas line below and in close proximity of
the River Clywedog would take place to avoid impact, and the approach for
replanting/compensating for the loss of trees, hedgerows and reinstating

The Landscape and visual chapter, chapter 10,
of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides
an assessment of potential visual impact of the
WEC and an illustrative landscape masterplan
(Document reference: 2.9.1) has been
submitted as part of the Application.

No change required.

The ES has considered the removal, as a
worst case, and reinstatement of landscape
features along the Gas Connection (Document
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hedgerow habitat networks. The quantification of impacts can then be provided
within the next step of the EIA process, with some certainty that the approach
taken has already minimized impacts.

References 2.8.1 to 2.8.7 and 2.9.1 to 2.9.2).

3. There is an interrelationship between landscape, ecology and arboriculture
issues here and all professions need to feed into the Landscape Mitigation
Strategy. This information needs to be set out in the Site Selection, Alternatives
and Design Evolution section of the report, and referred to within the landscape,
ecology and arboriculture assessments to ensure a coordinated response to the
landscape.
4. Table 31: Preliminary Assessment of effect on landscape receptors during
construction of the Power Station Complex. The site assessment impacts do not
accord with the landscape sensitivity baseline situation of the site. I would have
thought that a high magnitude of change on a site of low landscape sensitivity to
change would result in a lower significance of effect? Some thought is needed on
how landscape sensitivity is incorporated within the landscape assessment
criteria.
5. Statement 7.015 is not very clear – please rephrase and address elsewhere in
the report where this type of statement has been used.
6. The assessment of visual effects does not discuss whether or not a plume from
the chimneys would be evident and if so what effect this would have on the
visibility of the development and the resultant visual effects.

WPL's ES (Document reference: 6.2) explains
how this has been achieved in detail.

No change required.

The Landscape and visual chapter, chapter 10,
of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides
an assessment of potential visual impact of the
WEC

No change required.

Comment noted.

No change required.

There is no visible plume during operation.

No change required.

An illustrative landscape master plan
(Document reference: 2.9.1) has been
submitted as part of the Application showing

No change required.

7. Major adverse visual effects are predicted for residences at Marshley Farm,
which onsite mitigation cannot address. Offsite mitigation by way of linear
woodland planting with the edge of the field just to the west of the B5130 needs to
be provided here given the scale of impact. This approach is widely used for

The WEC's Gas Connection has been routed
to avoided sensitive sites. While there will be
some temporary disturbance to the local
environment while the pipeline is constructed,
once it is completed it will be buried and any
disturbed areas will be made good with the
same soil being used for reinstatement. Full
details of the construction method are set out
in the Gas Connection Statement (Document
reference 8.2).
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major highway schemes. Similarly, the Energy Centre would become the
dominant feature at the end of the B5130 within a view focused along the road
corridor looking south westwards. A small planting scheme would do much to
retain a sense of the area’s rural remoteness.
8. Summary of overall project effects section – the operational visual effects of the
Energy Centre are downplayed here for Marshley Farm properties compared to
the assessment tables. I disagree with the generalized statement set out in 7.120
– there would be a considerable visual change brought about by the closer
proximity of the Energy Centre to theses properties compared to existing
industrial buildings which are simple slab-like buildings following the grain of the
landscape, compared with much taller, greater mass and varying skyline of the
proposed development set closer to the visual receptors.
9. Method Statement for the upgrade of the electricity grid connection, including
plans and strategy for minimizing landscape, visual and other environmental
impacts through construction and operational decisions.

the mitigation on the eastern boundary of the
Power Station Complex Site

No change required.
The Landscape and visual chapter, chapter 10,
of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides
an assessment of potential visual impact of the
WEC

No change required.
The Electrical Connection is not part of the
DCO application. The Grid Connection
Statement (Document reference: 8.1) explains
the anticipated requirements for the Electrical
Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical
Connection for the Scheme. WPL can confirm
that an application for an electrical connection
has been submitted to SPEN. As the promoter
of any works that may be required in order to
deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the
relevant time.
Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that
power stations and their electrical connections
are not required to be consented at the same
time (for example this was the approach taken
for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear Power Station
and its electrical connection).
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WPL can confirm that its environmental
assessment has cumulatively assessed the
anticipated Electrical Connection together with
the Scheme and other relevant developments
(See Document reference: 6.2).
2.Construction
I have no comments to make on the consultation proposals. The scheme will not
affect any heritage assets or known archaeology. I understand that you will/have
contacted CPAT – Clwyd Powys Archaeological Trust for comments specifically
on archeology

No change required.
Comment noted

Anna Irwin Senior Conservation and Environment Officer.
3. Trees
Insufficient information submitted to assess the implications of the proposal. A
BS55837 Arboricultural Impact Assessment will be required.
The Council’s Arboricultural Officer would welcome the opportunity of a meeting
and further discussions with the appropriate consultants involved with the
Arboricultural issues.

No change required.
An Arboricultural Impact Assessment (inc. tree
protection plan) has been produced
(Document reference 6.4.5 Appendix 10.8).

Moray Simpson – Arboricultural Office
4. Ecology
The Councils Ecologist and an Officer from Natural Resources Wales I
understand have previously met with ecological consultants representing
Wrexham Power Limited. As far as I am aware any Statutory or other sites of
biodiversity interest have been identified and where required appropriate
mitigation

No change required.
Comment Noted

Emma Broad – Ecology Officer
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5. Highways
I refer to the letter dated 10/07/2014 from Wrexham Power Limited dated
10/07/2014 including Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) Dated
July 2014 in respect of the above

No change required.
Comments Noted

The proposed development site is located on Bryn Lane which is a classified road
subject to a 40mph speed limit. The site has access to the recently completed
Wrexham Industrial Estate Access Road which provides an improved link to the
industrial estate to the A483 to the north and improved access to the A525 to the
south.
I understand that the proposed development will be served via the existing TDG
access off Bryn Lane. This section of Bryn Lane has recently been improved
including the provision of a right hand turning facility serving this existing access.
Visibility from the existing TDG access is adequate providing splays in excess of
2.4 x 120m in both directions measured to the nearside edge of the adjoining
highway in accordance with TAN 18
Transport Statement
I would recommend that the applicant submits a detailed Transport Statement
which includes anticipated daily vehicle movements and AM/PM peak hour
movements for both the construction phase and when the facility becomes
operational. The Transport Statement shall determine whether the existing access
will cater for the anticipated traffic movements and whether there will be any
detrimental impact on the highway network. The future submission of a detailed
Transport Statement has been indicated in the submitted Preliminary
Environmental Information Report (PEIR).

No change required.
The Traffic and Transport chapter, chapter 7,
of the ES (Document reference: 6.2.) assesses
the effects of constructing the WEC.
The traffic and transport management for the
WEC during construction will be managed by a
CTMP which is a DCO requirement.

Parking provision
The applicant will need to submit appropriate information relating to proposed
staff numbers/shift patters including details of maximum number of vehicles likely
to be on-site at any one time. Scaled layout plans indicating details of proposed

363

parking and turning facilities shall be provided. Parking provision will need to
comply with LPGN 16 requirements.
Details of maximum size of HGVs likely to be visiting the site will need to be
provided including details of where such vehicles will park/turn within the curtilage
of the site.
Infrastructure Improvements
There is no footway provision along the existing access leading to the
development site. I would therefore suggest 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. This
information can be included in a detailed Transport Statement
Construction Traffic Management Plan and Provisions for Contractor Parking
The applicant will be required to submit a Construction Traffic Management Plan
(CTMP) and details of Contractor Parking facilities.
Any CTMP will need to include details of proposed routing of HGVs/construction
vehicles. I would recommend that all HGVs/construction vehicles access the site
via the Bryn Lane roundabout to the north. Any CTMP will need to include details
of all potential construction traffic access points for both the Power Station itself
and associated gas pipeline(s).
For any advice on Traffic Management issues please advise the applicant to
contact our Traffic/Street works Section (Contact Darren Green on Tel: 01978
729643). For any advice on Abnormal Load issues please advise the applicant to
contact Matthew Ricketts on Tel: 01978 729723
For further advice on general highway issues please contact Phil Palmer
Highways Engineer on 01978 729688
Public Footpaths
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The proposed gas pipeline affects two recorded public rights of way. Any works
affecting these routes will require formal temporary closures whilst the work are in
progress and the routes will need to be reinstated to a standard with the Rights of
Way Section before work commences. For further advice on the footpaths and
procedural requirements you should contact Sean Hanratty, Senior Definitive Map
Office (Tel:01978729761) or e-mail sean.hanratty@wrexham.gov.uk

No change required.
Comments noted.

6. Environmental Protection
Noise
The noise assessment methodology suggested within the preliminary findings is
acceptable. As stated in the consultation, this authority will liaise with relevant
consultants in relation to future noise assessments. However, I would advise that
it is likely that noise emitted from the operational power station is likely to fall
under the remit of an environmental permit issued by Natural Resource Wales
and consideration may be given in regard to Natural Resource
Wales/Environment Agency guidance. The air quality section of the consultation
does acknowledge the permitting regime in relation to air quality but not for noise.

No change required.
Noise assessments and mitigation measures
are described in the Noise and vibration
chapter, chapter 9, of the ES (Document
Reference: 6.2). The final design will need to
comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station
Complex.

In terms of the construction phase of the development, I would advise that an
application may be made under the prior consent process available under the
Control of Pollution Act 1974
The consultation document does not provide actual noise data or assessments
and as such we are unable to assess the accuracy of the summary conclusions.
We will await for the completed EIS in order to assess the likely noise emissions
from the proposed development.
Air Quality
The methodology suggested within the preliminary findings is acceptable. As
stated in the consultation, this authority will liaise with relevant consultants in
relation to future dispersion modelling, however it is important consider that
Natural Resource Wales should be included in these discussions.

No change required.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the
WEC are considered in the Air quality chapter,
chapter 8, of the ES (Document reference:
6.2). None of the air quality objectives for
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The consultation document does not provide actual modelling data and as such
we are unable to assess the accuracy of the summary conclusions. We will await
for the completed EIS in order to assess the likely impact of the proposed
development on local air quality.

human health or ecology will be exceeded as a
result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be
not significant. Air quality assessments and
mitigation measures are described in the ES.

Ground Conditions
The methodology suggested within the preliminary findings is acceptable. As
stated in the consultation, the authority will liaise with relevant consultants in
relation to reviewing the Contaminated Land Risk Assessment, Contaminated
Land Impact Assessment and the Intrusive ground investigation reports to
establish potential risks. We will await for the completed EIS in order to assess
the likely impact of contamination and remediation strategy for the proposed
development.
As previously stated, the proposed development has the Contaminated Land
Standard Condition (ZP01) and Verification Report (ZP02) attached to the
planning application conditions.
If you require further information or advice please contact Helen Bradshaw,
Contaminated Land Officer (01978315725) or email
Helen.bradshaw@wrexham.gov.uk and/or Robert Johnston, Principal
Environmental Protection Officer (01978315725) email
Robert.johnston@wrexham.gov.uk

No change required.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 5
of the draft Order (Document reference: 3.1),
in respect of ground investigation not to
commence work until a scheme (which may be
included in the construction environment
management plan) to deal with the
contamination of any land, including
groundwater, which is likely to cause
significant harm to persons or significant
pollution of controlled waters or the
environment has been submitted to and
approved in writing by the relevant planning
authority.
The scheme must include an assessment
report, prepared by a specialist consultant, to
identify the likely extent of any contamination
and any remedial measures that may be
required to be taken to render the land fit for its
intended purpose, together with a
management plan which sets out long-term
measures with respect to any contaminants
remaining on the site.
If required, remediation must be carried out in
accordance with the approved scheme unless
otherwise agreed in writing by the relevant
planning authority.
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Cheshire West and Chester Council
Proposed combined Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT) power station at Wrexham
Industrial Estate, Wrexham
Notification under Regulation 11 of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009
Further to your consultation letter of 9th July with respect to the above application,
please find below our response.
CWAC’s Highway Officer has reviewed the proposal and has stated that he has
no particular comments to make from a highway perspective
With respect to the possible air quality implications of the Wrexham Energy
Centre, CWAC’s Environmental Protection Officer has stated the following;

These receptors identified by CWC have been
included in the air quality chapter of the ES,
chapter 8 (Document reference: 6.2).

No change required.

The visual receptors identified by CWC have
been into account in the landscape and visual
effects chapter of the ES (Document
reference: 6.2).
As the promoter of any works that may be
required in order to deliver the Electrical
Connection, SPEN will consult as appropriate
on its proposals at the relevant time.

The Preliminary Environmental Information Report indicates that the emissions of
most relevance would be nitrogen dioxide, and that particulate matter and sulphur
dioxide would be negligible because the power station is gas-fired. The stated
intention is to undertake air dispersion modeling of the missions and evaluate the
impact at residential receptors within a radius of 2km from the stack(s). The
modeled domain would therefore be wholly within Wales. My initial thoughts are
that the development site is probably far enough away from residential receptors
in Cheshire West that the impact of emissions would be negligible. However, for
the purposes of reassurance of Cheshire West and Chester residents we would
request that Lane End Farm (NGR 342880 349530) and Crewe Hill (342070
352720) be included in the residential receptors considered in the assessment.
These properties are some 2.8km from the site boundary.
CWAC’s Planning Policy Officer has stated that the application would not appear
to raise any planning policy issues for Cheshire West and Chester area and has
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no comments to make.
CWAC’s Landscape Officer has requested that the Landscape and Visual Impact
Effects (LVIA), which forms part of the preliminary Environmental Impact
Assessment, has a considered approach to minimise adverse impact and visual
impacts when recommended that important view points from within CWAC (local
and county value) are identified and included within the (LVIA). For reference the
following documents are a useful guide; 1. Cheshire Landscape Character
Assessment 2008 (Character Areas – Sandstone Ridge, Sandstone Fringe, West
Lowland Plain, River Valley and Lowland Estate), and 2. Chester District
Landscape Assessment and Guidelines 1998 (Character Areas – Sandstone
Ridge, Cheshire Plain, Dee Valley, Malpas)
The Landscape Officer has also stated that as outlined in the technical note,
please also include for Cheshire the following points where relevant;
Potential landscape and visual effects, the following points will be considered:
• Features and elements of the physical landscape;
• The landscape character, including designated landscapes;
• View and visual amenity experienced by residents, recreational users (including
visitors and tourists) and road users
• The design of the power station will consider appropriate architectural styles,
heights, materials, finishes and lighting of the built development. The
development should, within technical confines, be sympathetic to the surrounding
area, providing a modern and clean edge to the industrial estate with a
landscaping scheme that is sympathetic to its urban-rural fringe location;

The siting of new pylons will seek to avoid, as far as practicable, the effect on
sensitive visual receptors including the setting of important historic buildings and
viewpoints
Please note that these comments expressed above are the opinion of an officer of
the council and are given without prejudice.

368

Should you need any further information please contact me on the number above
Denbighshire County Council
I write in response to your invitation to comment on the Wrexham Proposed
Combined Cycle Gas Trubien power station at Wrexham Industrial Estate.

Comment noted.

No change required.

Section 42 Planning Act 2008: Statutory Consultation
- Proposed CCGT Power Station at Wrexham Industrial Estate

The proposals do not fall under any Major
Accident Hazard Pipelines Consultation Zones.

No change required.

Thank you for your letter of 10th July 2014 relating to the proposed CCGT power
station at Wrexham Industrial Estate

The amount of gas stored at the Power Station
Complex will not exceed the threshold set out
in the Regulations therefore a Hazardous
Substances consent is not required for the
Power Station Complex.

To confirm, Denbighshire County Council have no observations to make at this
stage.
Health and Safety Executive

HSE’s land use planning advice
The response below is made with reference to HSE’s land use planning (LUP)
policy. Further information is available on the HSE website:
http://www.hse.gov.uk/landuseplanning.padhi.htm
Will the proposed project fall within any of HSE’s consultation distances?
The proposed site of the CCGT does not fall within the consultation zones (CZs)
of hazardous installations or major accident hazard pipelines (MAHPs).
With reference to HSE’s LUP policy and the encroachment on CZs, we would not
expect to be consulted on the grid Electrical Connection or the Gas Connection
pipe laying and any associated above ground installation (AGI) construction
activities because they would not be relevant development types.
The proposed Gas Connection pipeline may be a MAHP requiring notification
under the Pipelines Safety Regulation 1996 (see
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http://ww.hse.gov.uk/pipelines/notification.htm). On receipt of a notification, HSE
would set LUP consultation zones around the pipeline that may affect future
development that introduces new populations along the pipeline route. HSE would
be a statutory consultee on planning applications that fall within the CZs set for
the new pipeline, and we would give our advice on such developments (either
advise against or don’t advise against) using the Planning Advice for
Developments Near Hazardous Installations Information Package (PADHI+)
methodology. Interested parties may wish to consider the potential to hinder
future development in the area in the selection of the pipeline route if it falls within
the definition of a MAHP.
Would Hazardous Substances Consent be needed?
The presence on, over or above land of certain hazardous substances, at or
above set threshold quantities (Controlled Quantities), may require Hazardous
Substances Consent (HSC) under the Planning (Hazardous Substances) Act
1990 as needed. The substances, alone or when aggregated with others for
which HSC is required, and the associated Controlled Quantities, are set out in
The Planning (Hazardous Substances) Regulations 1992 particularly by the
Planning (Hazardous Substances) (Amendment) Regulations 1999.
Hazardous Substances consent would be required if the site is intending to store
or use any of the Named Hazardous Substances or Categories of Substances
and Preparations at or above the controlled quantities set out in schedule 1 of
these regulations.
The developer is advised to consider whether storage of hazardous substances is
involved and, if so, whether Hazardous Substances Consent would be required.
Further information on HSC should be sought from the relevant Hazardous
Substances authority who should be aware of any pending consent applications.
Electrical Safety
The project involves connections to electrical power distribution systems and has
an impact on the existing generation, transmission and distribution assets on the
UK mainland. In the light of that, HSE offers the following comments:
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As well as satisfying general health and safety legislation (i.e. the Health and
Safety at Work etc Act 1974 and supporting regulations), the proposed design
and future operations must comply with the Electricity at Work Regulations 1989
and the Electricity, Safety, Continuity and Quality Regulations 2002 . Generators,
distributors, their contractors and others have defined duties in order to protect
members of the public from the dangers posed by the electrical equipment used.
HSE enforces the safety aspects of these regulations. If you have any doubts
about the particular application of these regulations in terms of either the
operation or the construction of generators, substations, overhead lines or
underground cables please contact Mr J C Steed, Principle Specialist Electrical
Inspector, either at john.steed@hse.gsi.gov.uk or Rose Court GSW, 2 Southwark
Bridge Road, London, SE1 9HS
Explosives
The proposed Wrexham Energy Centre development does not impinge on the
separation distances of any explosives licensed site in the vicinity of the
application.
Please note that any further electronic communication on this project can be sent
directly to the HSE designated e-mail account for NSIP applications the details of
which can be found at the top of this letter
Alternatively, hard copy correspondence should be sent to:
Miss Laura Evans
NSIP Consultations
5.S.2 Redgrave Court
Merton Road, Bootle
Merseyside, L20 7HS
Ministry of Defence
Thank you for consulting Defense Infrastructure Organisation (DIO) on the above

Comment noted.

No change required.
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proposed development. This application relates to a site outside of Ministry of
Defense safeguarding areas. I can therefore confirm that the Ministry of Defense
has no safeguarding objections to this proposal. I trust this adequately explains
our position on the matter.
WPD Property Investments Limited
Re: Wrexham Power Limited - Proposed Combined Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT)
Power Station at Wrexham Industrial Estate, Wrexham - Statutory Consultation
Under Section 42 of the Planning Act 2008. I return the enclosed information
regarding the above noted proposed power station as Wrexham it is in an area
not covered by Western Power Distribution.

Comment noted.

No change required.

Thank you for your letter dated 09 July 2014. The EHRC does not have the
resources to respond to all consultations. However you and the local authority
concerned will have obligations under the Public Sector Equality Duty to identify
any adverse impact on a protected group as defined by the Equality Act (2010)
and take appropriate mitigating action. The Commission will respond to
consultations where it may consider there to be pertinent matters to address.
Forge Property Consultants

Comment noted.

No change required.

We have been instructed to represent PIL016 in connection with the above
proposal. On the 10th July 2014 Wrexham Power Limited (WPL) consulted our
client pursuant under section 42 of the Planning Act 2008; requiring our client to
respond by 24th August 2014.

WPL will work with the landowner to ensure
that disruption to his use and enjoyment of the
land is minimised and, where unavoidable,
subject to normal compensation provisions.

No change required.

Our client operates a busy dairy, sheep and arable farm at REDACTED, which
would be subject directly to considerable disruption as a result of the installation
of the aforementioned pipeline. As such our client wishes to express his objection
to the proposed works the land at REDACTED.

Once the gas pipeline is in place the land will
be restored and established agricultural and
sporting activities will be able to resume
unimpeded.

Specifically, PIL016 concerns regard the following:
• The movement of cows during milking between pasture four times per day, and
the dairy buildings would be directly obstructed by the proposed pipeline.

WPL will work with the landowner to ensure
disruption to private water supplies and
drainage is minimised, and where possible

Equality and Human Rights Commission
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Approximately one-third of the land at REDACTED would be subject to severance
as a result of the proposed pipeline installation
• The ability to retrieve sheep and harvest arable crops would be obstructed
directly by a pipeline installation. Movement from arable fields and livestock to the
farm yard is crucial for the farming operation.
• Loss of Single Farm Payment. PIL016 currently receives an annual Single Farm
installation, meaning a loss of income.
• Disruption to water supplies. Both a water main and trough plumbing runs
across the propose pipeline area and as such PIL016 is concerned about the
supply of water to his stock at grass and for the supply of water from the water
main beneath the proposed works, which is essential for the diary parlour.
• Disruption to drainage. PIL016's concern lies with the field drains that run across
the proposed works.
• Disruption to the REDACTED. PIL016 put down game birds for his privately run
shoot, which shoot five to six days per season. The proposed works would directly
affect the cover for birds and logistics of the shoot day.

avoided.
WPL will work with the statutory undertakers to
ensure disruption to utility services is
minimised, and where possible avoided.
WPL is consulting with the relevant statutory
undertakers and the draft DCO contains
protective provisions to protect the activities of
statutory undertakers with equipment in the
area of the Scheme.

• Underground electric mains. There are two underground electric mains running
beneath the outlined works and as such a loss of power to the farm concerns
PIL016 the proposed construction.
• Gas main. Consideration must be given as a gas main already runs beneath the
proposed works.
• Former Munitions Factory Building remains. There are remnants of
decommissioned MOD buildings beneath the surface of the proposed works area.
As such PIL016 is concerned that the proposed construction would unearth
additional stone and concrete that may affect the adjacent farming operation.

Taken into account and included in the Ground
Conditions chapter, chapter 13 of the ES
(Document Reference: 6.2). WPL has
confirmed to the landowner that it will reinstate
land in accordance to industry standards.

No change required.

To summarise WPL have proposed a works which will compromise the farming
operation during works, and in the longer term act as an inconvenience to the
owner of REDACTED through loss of grazing and fodder crops. PIL016's
personal time spent involved with the proposed works is a concern, and at this
time our client would like to know if our professional fees would be covered by
Wrexham Power Limited.
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We look forward to your response in the near future.
National Grid
Thank you for your enquiry which was received on 11/07/2014. Please note this
response and any attached map(s) are valid for 28 days.
An assessment has been carried our with respect to National Grid Electricity
Transmission plc’s and National Grid Gas plc’s apparatus. Please note it does not
cover the items listed in the section ‘Your responsibilities and Obligations’,
including gas service pipes and related apparatus.
For details of National Gird’s network areas please see the National Grid website
(LINK) or the enclosed documentation.
Are my works affected?

WPL are aware of the location of equipment
and apparatus owned and operated by the
relevant statutory undertakers, including that
owned and operated by National Grid Gas Plc.

No change required.

WPL is consulting with the relevant statutory
undertakers including National Grid Gas Plc
and the draft DCO contains protective
provisions to protect the activities of statutory
undertakers with equipment in the area of the
Scheme.

National Grid has identified that it has apparatus in the vicinity of your enquiry
which may be affected by the activities specified.
National Grid therefore formally objects to these activities pending further
consultation.
See assessment section below for details of how to deal with National Grid’s
objection.
Due to the presence of National Grid apparatus in proximity to the specified area,
the contractor should contact National Grid before any works are carried our to
ensure our apparatus is not affected by any of the proposed works.
Your Responsibilities and Obligations
The ‘Assessment’ Section below outlines the detailed requirements that must be
followed when planning or undertaking your scheduled activities at this location.
It is your responsibility to ensure that the information you have submitted is
accurate and that all relevant documents including links are provided to all
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persons (either direct labour or constructions) working for you near National Grid’s
apparatus, e.g. as contained within the Construction (Design and Management)
Regulations.
This assessment solely relates to National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
(NGET) and National Grid Gas plc (NGG) apparatus. This assessment does NOT
include:
• National Grid’s legal interest (easements or wayleaves) in the land which
restricts activity in proximity to National Grid’s assets in private land. You must
obtain details of any such restrictions from the landowner in the first instance and
if in doubt contact National Grid.
• Gas service pipes and related apparatus
• Recently installed apparatus
• Apparatus owned by other organisations, e.g. other gas distribution operators,
local electricity other utilities etc.
It is YOUR responsibility to take into account whether the items listed above may
be present and if they could be affected by your proposed activities. Further
‘Essential Guidance’ in respect of these items can be found on the National Grid
website (see original document for link).
This communication does not constitute any formal agreement or consent for any
proposed development work either generally or with regard to National Grid’s
easements or wayleaves nor any planning or building regulation applications.
NGG and NGET or their agents, servants or contractors do not accept liability for
any losses arising under or in connection with this information. This limit on
liability applies to all and any claims in contract, tort (including negligence),
misrepresentation (excluding fraudulent misrepresentation), breach of statutory
duty or otherwise. This limit on liability does not exclude or restrict liability where
prohibited by the law nor does it supersede the express terms of any related
agreements.
If you require further assistance, please contact the National Grid Plant Protection
team via e-mail or via the contact details at the top of this response.
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Public Health England
Thank you for your consultation regarding the above development. Public Health
England (PHE) welcomes the opportunity to comment on your proposals and
preliminary environmental information report at this stage of the project.
PHE notes that we have replied to earlier consultation as listed below and this
response should be read this response [sic] in conjunction with that earlier
correspondence.
Request for Scoping Opinion 24th December 2012
Request for Scoping Opinion 23rd April 2014
PHE considered the submitted documentation and can confirm that we are
broadly satisfied with the approach proposed for the preparation of the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) subject to the following comments.

No grid enhancements are proposed in
England as a consequence of the current
project. Future requirements for EMF studies
would be for SPEN to consider. The
cumulative effects of the Scheme with other
relevant developments including the Electrical
Connection are set out in cumulative effects
section of the relevant topic chapters of the
ES.

No changes
required.

The effects identified by PHE have been
assessed in the ES (Document reference:
6.2).

The proposed air quality assessment appears sound in both approach and scope
and PHE has no adverse comments. Many of the assessments are as yet
incomplete and consequently we cannot provide more detailed comments at this
stage.
The assessment of potential land contamination, risks to ground or surface waters
and the development of a remediation strategy is as of yet incomplete. PHE notes
that the approach to the assessment is in line with the Welsh Government and UK
guidance and will provide further comments once the final reports are available.
The current submission does not consider any risks or impacts that might arise as
a result of electric and magnetic fields associated with the connection of the
proposed generation station to the national grid. PHE notes that the connection
will fall outside the application for a development consent order but would prefer
to see the assessments included with this application so that the full public health
impacts of the scheme can be assessed.
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The current submission does not include a specific section summarising the
potential public health impacts. PHE understands that the promoter will wish to
avoid unnecessary duplication and that many issues including air quality,
emissions to water, waste, contaminated land etc. will be covered elsewhere in
the ES, but believes the summation of relevant issues into a specific section of
the report provides a focus which ensures that public health is given adequate
consideration.
Such a section should summaries key information, risk assessments, proposed
mitigation measures, conclusions and residual impacts, relating to human health.
Compliance with the requirements of National Policy Statements and relevant
guidance and standards should also be highlighted.
We hope the above is useful but should you have any questions or concerns
please do not hesitate to contact us.
Environment Agency
I refer to your letter of 10 July 2014 and enclosures which was received on 15
July 2014.

The sites the EA has listed have been
assessed in the ES (Document reference: 6.2).

No change required.

We have previously provided some comments in our letter of 29 April 2014 (copy
enclosed) to the Planning Inspectorate, in relation to the scoping consultation
under the Planning Act 2008 () and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 () Regulations 8 and 9 for Application by
Wrexham Energy Centre for an Order Granting Development Consent for the
Wrexham Energy Centre.
We note that this current consultation relates to the Preliminary Environmental
Information Report.
Our previous letter of 29 April 2014 referred to the potential cross boundary likely
significant effects upon nature conservation sites in our area of regulation. 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
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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 National
Resources Wales (NRW) to lead on this aspect including provision of data
associated with these sites.
On the basis of the above, we would not expect to be consulted on any future
consultations associated with this proposed development.
I trust that the above is of interest and clarifies our position.
NATS
FYI [For your information - referring WPL to the Scoping Opinion Response,
which was copied below]

Comment noted.

No change required.

Thank you for Wrexham Power Limited’s recent correspondence relating to the
subject development. You sought Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) comment related
to the associated Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR); I trust the
following, which fundamentally mirrors comment provided for the Planning
Inspectorate at the scoping stage, is useful.

WPL can confirm the WEC does not have the
ability to flare.

No change required.

I note from the PEIR that the tallest associated structures are expected to be
between up to 2 exhaust gas flue stacks each up to 50m high. On that basis I
belief the following (potential) issues are worthy of consideration:

WPL has consulted local resilience forums.
See Appendix 5.

---NATS does not anticipate any impact from this development and as such has no
comments to make on the Scoping opinion.
Civil Aviation Authority

WPL has consulted the MOD. See Appendix 5.

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
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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 taken into account during planning deliberation.
Aviation Warning Lighting:
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 Error! Hyperlink reference not valid. - Chapter 4 (12.8)
refers to obstacle lighting
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.
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. Also note that the CAA will
routinely recommend that any crane of a height of 60m or more is equipped with
aviation warning lighting. Additional guidance is available at
http://www.caa.co.uk/docs/33/CAP%201096%20In%20Focus%20%20Crane%20Ops.pdf .
In this case given the assumed maximum height of 50m, Article 219 would not
apply. Accordingly, cranes aside, notwithstanding any potential aerodrome-related
case for lighting, in isolation the CAA would not make any case for lighting.
Gas Venting and/or Flaring. It is assumed that the Energy Centre is not intended
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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 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 en-route (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.
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.
Coal Authority
Thank you for your consultation letter of 10 July 2014 seeking the pre-application
views of The Coal Authority on the above proposal.

Comments noted.

No change required.

The Coal Authority is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the
Department of Energy and Climate Change. As a statutory consultee, The Coal
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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:
I have reviewed the proposals and confirm that, whilst part of the proposed
development site is located within the defined coalfield, this Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project falls outside of the Development High Risk Area.
Accordingly, The Coal Authority has no comments to make on this proposal or the
Preliminary Environmental Information Report.
As this proposal lies outside of the defined Development High Risk Area, in
accordance with Regulation 3 and Schedule 1 of the Infrastructure Planning
(Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009 it will not be
necessary for any further consultations to be undertaken with The Coal Authority
on this Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project. This letter can be used by the
applicant as evidence for the legal and procedural consultation requirements.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you would like to discuss this matter
further.
Welsh Government
I am writing on behalf of Welsh Government in respect of your statutory public
consultation on scoping opinion in respect of the construction of a new 132kV
overhead line connection (the Project), including the preferred route alignment(s),
together with the required accesses, construction laydown and other work.

Under the Government of Wales Act 2006 the Welsh Government has
responsibilities in respect of Wales for a range of environmental and related
issues. The proposed development has the potential to affect the environment in
Wales.

WPL clarified in a phone call with the Welsh
Government that they had misunderstood and
its comments related to the proposals for the
WEC, a CGGT power station with a generating
capacity of up to 299MWe.

No change required.

The Planning Statement (Document reference:
5.2) sets out relevant Welsh policy
considerations including PPW and the
Scheme’s compliance with the same.
WPL has addressed the soil points raised by
the Welsh Goverment. WPL's ES (Document
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As a general comment, the proposed development should be in accordance with
the policies set out within the Welsh Government's Planning Policy Wales

reference: 6.2) explains how this has been
achieved in detail.

The comments below come from our Land Use Unit. Other colleagues may well
comment independently ahead of the 24 August deadline.
Land use
Land Use Planning Unit colleagues have commented with regard to national
agricultural interest as set out in Annex B of TAN6. In summary, there is no
impact on the national agricultural interest.
It is encouraging to see agriculture, soils stripping/storage/restoration and Best
and Most Versatile agricultural land policy considered at this stage.
The current red-line boundary avoids the need to disturb provisional agricultural
land classification (ALC) grade 2 agricultural land to the south of Wrexham, which
would have been the case if alternative options identified in Figure 6 of the PEIR
were implemented.
The agricultural areas included in this application appear to be approximately:
• 12ha for construction of the gap pipeline (working width at 40m for 3k) to be
restored to original land quality
• 2ha for the Gas Connection area
• 12ha for the Power Station Complex (already with planning approval for a nonagricultural use)
COMMENTS ON PEIR:
ALC Grade:
The assumption at paragraph 6.58 that soils present are likely to be no better than
grade 3b agricultural land, is not based on a full site ALC survey according to the
MAFF 1988 Guidelines; however, nearby ALC survey evidence and survey
guidance has been used in reaching the conclusion.
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Paragraph 7.347 goes on to say that SALOP soils cannot be graded better than
Grade 3b given field capacity days of 175 - 200. Table 7 of the Revised Guideline
and Criteria for Grading the Quality of Agricultural Land (MAFF 1988) shows for
medium clay loam (MCL) soil a maximum ALC Grade of 3a (at wetness class 3
with field capacity days of 175 – 225).
SALOP soil textures are extremely variable due to localised differences in clay
content in the topsoil and depth at which heavy clay is reached. Welsh
Government survey experience has shown this soil type as a MCL and to be a
mosaic of ALC grades 3a and 3b at times.
While the likelihood of BMV land being present across the site may be low, the
PEIR should be clear in recognising the potential grade of the agricultural land
and the reasons for concluding whether BMV is likely or not.
Soils:
The outlines at paragraph 5.47 and table 62 touch on soil mitigation for the
construction of the gas pipeline, including the approach taken to soil handling,
stripping and restoration. We would expect the Soil Handling and Management
Strategy to be included with the Environmental Statement.
Railway Heritage Trust
Thank you for inviting the Trust to comment on this matter, although I am not sure
how you had a York address for us – we have never been based there. Please
note our correct address below.

Comment noted.

No change required.

The Railway Heritage Trust is a company limited by guarantee and owned by its
directors. It was formed in 1985, and is sponsored by Network Rail and the
Highways Agency (Historic Railways Estate), which is the successor to BRB
(Residuary) Ltd., although it is independent of both.
The Trust has two objectives, to give grants to:
•

improve the heritage features of listed buildings and structures, or such
buildings and structures in a conservation area, and
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•

to help find new uses for such buildings and structures when they no
longer have operational use on the railway.

As the Trust only has a legal locus on listed buildings and structures, or such
buildings and structures in a conservation area, that are owned by Network Rail or
the Highways Agency (Historical Railways Estate). Your project does not appear
to impinge on any such buildings or structures, and so we have no comment on
the proposals.
Network Rail
With regards to the proposed CCGT power station near Wrexham, it would
appear from the documents on line that the proposed Electrical Connection will
cross the railway. If this is the case then the applicant will need to enter into an
easement agreement with Network Rail and we would require our protective
provisions in the agreement.
Please email prior to the DCO submission the following:
Easements&Wayleaves@networkrail.co.uk

Natural England
Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 10 July 2014 which was
received by Natural England on 11 July 2014.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document
reference: 8.1) explains the anticipated
requirements for the Electrical Connection. It
also explains where WPL is in the process
regarding securing an Electrical Connection for
the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an
application for an electrical connection has
been submitted to SPEN. As the promoter of
any works that may be required in order to
deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the
relevant time.

No change required.

WPL has addressed the points raised by
Natural England. WPL's ES (Document
reference: 6.2) explains how this has been
achieved in great detail.

No change required.

Natural England is a non-departmental public body established under the Natural
Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006 (‘NERC Act’). Natural England is
the statutory adviser to Government on nature conservation in England and
promotes the conservation of England's wildlife and natural features. Natural
England’s remit extends to the territorial sea adjacent to England, up to the 12
nautical mile limit from the coastline.
Natural England is commenting on this PEIR in the context of our remit and as a
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prescribed consultee under the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2009 () (The EIA Regulations), The Infrastructure
Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009 and
The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 ().
Therefore our comments focus on indirect impacts arising from the proposed
development with regard to possible terrestrial impacts within England, including
cross-border nature conservation and landscape impacts, for example air quality
and emissions impacts, water quality and resources impacts and landscape and
visual impacts.
We understand that direct and indirect terrestrial impacts within Wales arising
from this proposed development are being considered and commented on by
Natural Resources Wales (NRW).
The Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) (July 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 (MWe) and that it will require a connection from
the national gas transmission network and that the proposed connection to the
electricity grid via a 400kV overhead line has been removed from the project.
The PEIR is for a proposal that appears unlikely, from the information provided, to
significantly affect any internationally and nationally designated geological or
ecological sites (Ramsar, SPA, SAC, SSSI, NNR) or landscapes (National Parks,
AONBs, Heritage Coasts, National Trails) in England.
At present therefore it is not a priority for Natural England to advise on the detail
of this PEIR. We would, however, like to draw your attention to some points of
advice with regard to the assessment of impacts on air quality (see below), and
we would expect the final Environmental Statement (ES) to include all necessary
information as outlined in Schedule 4 of the Town & Country Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2011. If you believe that the
development would affect one of the designations listed above, please contact
Natural England at consultations@naturalengland.org.uk, and we may be able to
provide further information.
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Air quality in the UK has improved over recent decades but air pollution remains a
significant issue; for example over 97% of sensitive habitat area in England is
predicted to exceed the critical loads for ecosystem protection from atmospheric
nitrogen deposition (England Biodiversity Strategy, Defra 2011). A priority action
in the England Biodiversity Strategy is to reduce air pollution impacts on
biodiversity. The planning system plays a key role in determining the location of
developments which may give rise to pollution, either directly or from traffic
generation, and hence planning decisions can have a significant impact on the
quality of air, water and land. The assessment should take account of the risks of
air pollution and how these can be managed or reduced. Further information on
air pollution impacts and the sensitivity of different habitats/designated sites can
be found on the Air Pollution Information System (www.apis.ac.uk). We note that
various guidance will be used in the air quality assessment including the
Environment Agency’s Horizontal Guidance H1 Annex F – Air Emissions.
Furthermore we note that prior to commencing operation, the proposed power
station will need to have obtained an Environmental Permit from the Natural
Resources Wales in accordance with the Environmental Permitting Regulations
and will be required to demonstrate compliance with the emission limits set in
conditions as part of the permit.
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.
Natural Resources Wales
Thank you for consulting us with regard to the Preliminary Environmental
Information Report (PEIR), which we received by post on the 10th July, as
required under Regulation 10 of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009.

WPL has addressed the points raised by
Natural Resources Wales. WPL's ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains how this
has been achieved in great detail.

No change required.

386

Natural Resources Wales brings together the work of the Countryside Council for
Wales, Environment Agency Wales and Forestry Commission Wales, as well as
some functions of Welsh Government. Our purpose is to ensure that the natural
resources of Wales are sustainably maintained, used and enhanced, now and in
the
future.

.

We consider that the level of information to date is generally satisfactory;
however, further information will be required within the Environmental Statement,
once the final design has been proposed. Also, further information will be required
concerning the potential impact of the development upon certain protected
species. Our comments on the report and associated documents/submissions are
as follows:
1 Air Quality
Air quality and habitats assessments are covered in pages 79 to 107 of the PEIR.
The air quality section does not consider detailed assessment of stack emissions
from the development because the final basis of design is still yet to be confirmed.
There is some information contained within the PEIR which indicates your likely
methodology for assessment of stack emissions. Table 21 of the PEIR gives
some information which will be included when detailed modelling of the
Combined-Cycle Gas Turbine (C-CGT) emissions is undertaken.
You have listed a total of sixteen sensitive human and ecological receptors in
Table 21. Of the sixteen, twelve are sensitive human receptors (eleven residential
and one school), all within 2km of the proposed Wrexham Energy Centre. The
other four are conservation sites, two Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs)
within 10km and two non-statutory sites within 2kms. For the associated
Environmental Permit application, we would expect you to assess the impact at
Special Protection Areas, Special Areas of Conservation or RAMSAR sites within
10km of the installation and SSSIs, National Nature Reserves, Local Nature
Reserves, Local Wildlife Sites, and Ancient Woodland within 2kms of the
installation.
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You state that the detailed modelling study will be undertaken using AERMOD
and using 5 years of hourly sequential meteorological data observed at Hawarden
meteorological station (approximately 17kms north, north-west). Natural
Resources Wales does not prescribe any specific model for undertaking air
dispersion modelling assessment. However, it must be fit for purpose, based on
sound science, be validated, and independently reviewed. AERMOD is a United
States Environmental Protection Agency developed model which has been
extensively validated and reviewed and is commonly used for impact assessment
for Environmental Permit applications.
You state that detailed modelling will be undertaken for oxides of nitrogen (NOX)
and carbon monoxide (CO). These are the only pollutants with Emission Limit
Values (ELVs) in the Industrial Emissions Directive1 (IED) for gas turbines,
including C-CGT. These ELVs are monthly-average values and therefore
emissions could be higher over short-term periods (daily and hourly averages).
Your detailed air quality modelling assessment should account for this when
undertaking assessment against the short-term Environmental Quality Standards
for air.
Paragraph 7.93 of the PEIR states that Environmental Practice UK guidance for
development control will be used to interpret significance of stack emissions. For
the Environmental Permit application, the Environment Agency in England
guidance H1 – Annex F2 gives screening criteria to screen out insignificant
process contributions.
The air quality section on the PEIR does not mention whether the treatment of
buildings and terrain will be included when the detailed modelling of stack
emissions is conducted. In certain cases buildings and terrain can have a
significant effect of the dispersion of emissions. Therefore, you should justify the
inclusion or not of such treatments.
H1- Annex F, Appendix C contains a suggested structure for a detailed air quality
modelling assessment for the Environmental Permit application.

2 Noise assessment
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Noise assessment is covered in pages 108 to 120 of the PEIR. As with the air
quality and habitats assessments, you have not undertaken a detailed noise
impact assessment because the final design of the WEC has yet to be confirmed.
If a detailed noise impact assessment is required for Environmental Permit
application then Environment Agency (our equivalent body in England) guidance3
on the information requirements for noise impact assessment can be used.
3 Landscape
We consider the methodology used to complete the Landscape and Visual Impact
Assessment (LVIA) to be satisfactory for the purposes of informing the public
decision making process.
We concur with the conclusions that the proposal is not likely to affect any
protected, historic or nationally important landscapes.
We have noted the results of the assessment. It appears that, judgements on
levels of significance of effects appear to be remarkably low, given the nature and
scale of development (e.g. chimneys up to 50 metres high). We therefore
advocate the provision of further information to justify judgements cited in this
assessment.
In respect of the gas pipeline, we concur with the conclusions of the visual impact
assessment. We consider that any impacts will; be temporary and can be
ameliorated by the submission of appropriate detailed designs, e.g. avoiding
landscape features such as ponds or trees, and appropriate restoration.
Restoration scheme must consider issues such as planting native species of
known local provenance. Furthermore, we advocate that proposed landscaping
schemes are informed by the assessment and conclusions of the biosecurity risk
assessment (See Ecology section). Detailed design and restoration proposals
should therefore be included in the provisions of the Environmental Impact
Assessment.
The footprint of the power station is relatively compact. However proposed
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structures (chimneys) will extend to a height of 50 metres. We would therefore
expect these to become landmark features that are both visible and recognisable.
However, we acknowledge the location of the power plant on the edge of the
Wrexham Industrial Estate, where existing and proposed commercial properties
or structures have the potential to affect potential impacts, either positively or
negatively. This issue is not effectively considered within the conclusions of LVIA.
We therefore advocate the submission of further information to evidence potential
impacts. We advise that the inclusion of photomontages will be very important in
depicting the setting of the power station.
In our view the focus of the submitted LVIA is to assess whether the proposal will
have a significant impact on the landscape. Whilst that is valid a purpose, we
consider the LVIA should also be used to inform mitigation measures designed to
ameliorate potential impacts. These measures could include the external design
and appearance of the power plant, together with any on site or off site screen
planting or landscape bunding. Landscape planting should consider ecological
issues and as a consequence should include a presumption of planting native
species of known local province. Furthermore, planting schemes must again be
informed by the conclusion biosecurity risk assessment identified in the below
Ecology section. Design specifications of the power plant could include ‘green
roofs’ or ‘walls’ and boundary features could include the construction of green or
living fences.
4 Ecology
We consider habitat surveys have been generally been carried out to a
satisfactory standard.
We would welcome the provision of further information in respect of the presence
of
(i) Any Habitats Directive Annex 1 habitats present;
(ii) Any habitat listed under Article 10 of the Habitats Directive;
(iii) Any habitats listed under the provisions of Section 42 of the Natural
Environment and Rural Communities Act 2006;
(iv) Any habitats listed under the provisions of the Wrexham Biodiversity Action
Plan.
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4.2 Protected Sites
Although neither the proposed power plant nor gas pipeline are located within the
boundaries of any statutory sites, the nature of the developments means that they
have the potential to impact such sites.
We concur with the preliminary assessment and conclusions in respect of
potential impacts on designated sites, which suggests that indirect effects will not
be significant following proposed avoidance and mitigation measures. However,
Natural Resources Wales would welcome further consultation following the
completion of the Environmental Statement.
Direct impacts on the Clywedog (River Dee and Bala Lake SAC) are currently
unknown as the preliminary assessment does not clearly state how the pipeline
will cross the watercourse. We therefore request that the proposed Gas
Connection route is clarified to ensure that it is accurately assessed in the
Environmental Statement. NRW would then welcome consultation once further
details are available and the Environmental Statement is completed. Such
statement must consider impacts on mobile features which in this case concerns
otter and lamprey. Further comments in respect of otter (as a European protected
species) are considered below.
4.3 European Protected Species
In summary, we consider construction of the power station and the gas pipeline
has the potential to adversely affect the great crested newt. Bats are also
considered to be likely affected by the construction of the power station whereas
otter may be affected by the construction of the gas pipeline across the Afon
Clywedog.
We advise, that owing to the presence of the great crested newt, development of
both the Gas Connection and the power station proceeds under a Habitats
Directive derogation licence, issued by the NRW under Regulation 53 (2) (e) of
the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (). Licences may also
be required in respect of bats and or otter if their breeding sites or resting places
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are likely to be affected and/or if construction works are considered likely to cause
death or injury to individual newts.
This licence can only be issued for the purposes of:
“preserving public health or public safety or other imperative reasons of overriding
public interest including those of a social or economic nature, and beneficial
consequences of primary importance for the environment.”
Furthermore, the licence can only be issued by NRW on condition that there is:
“no satisfactory alternative”, and that
“the development will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the population of
the species concerned at a favourable conservation status in their natural range.”
We advise the Environmental Statement includes sufficient information to
evidence justification of the relevant derogation licence purpose and the
compliance with the two statutory tests.
In summary, we consider construction of the power station and the gas pipeline
has the potential to adversely affect the Great Crested Newt. Bats are also
considered to be likely affected by the construction of the power station whereas
otter may be affected by the construction of the gas pipeline across the Afon
Clywedog.
4.4 Great Crested Newt
The overall great crested newt meta-population present within and in the environs
of the Wrexham Industrial Estate is considered to be of national importance. The
application site and its environs support a number of (sub) populations that form
components of this overall population.
We consider submitted surveys to be satisfactory for the purposes of informing
the public decision process. We have noted the conclusions of assessments
carried out to date. We advise that subsequent assessments and conclusions are
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informed by site based modelling. This will help assess impacts on connectivity
and habitat severance. Given the proposal may not be immediately subject to
construction, we advise that there may be a requirement for further surveillance.
We consider the application, without mitigation or compensation, is likely to cause
a significant impact on the great crested newt. In our view, potential impacts
include:
a. Killing, injury or disturbance to great crested newts;
b. Damage, destruction or deterioration to their breeding sites or resting places
c. Loss of extent of range
d. Loss of foraging habitat;
e. Habitat severance and reduced connectivity between (sub) populations; and
f. Incidental capture/killing during operational phase(s) of the power station.
Potential impacts (a) to (d) apply to both the construction of the power station and
the gas pipeline whereas (f) only applies to the operation phase of the power
station. Further impacts could potentially occur during any subsequent
decommissioning of the power plant.
We consider the submission has only provided limited details to demonstrate the
proposals will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the species concerned at
a favourable conservation status in their natural range and that there is no
satisfactory alternative during construction and operational phases of the scheme.
No detail is provided in respect of:
a. Outline or detailed mitigation or avoidance measures;
b. Outline or detailed compensation measures;
c. Measures to prevent incidental capture/killing during construction and operation
phases of the scheme;
d. Long term security of dedicated compensation area;
e. Long term management, surveillance and wardening of compensation area(s).
We consider that, owing to inadequate submissions in respect of mitigation and
short and long term compensation, it cannot be demonstrated that the proposal
will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the favourable conservation status of
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each of the newt populations present at this locality.
We therefore advise that further information is subsequently submitted to inform
public decision making processes:
a. Modelling (to inform implications on connectivity); and
b. Avoidance and mitigation and compensation proposals including reasonable
avoidance measures, provision of compensation area(s) long term management,
surveillance and wardening of mitigation areas and measures designed to reduce
or prevent the incidental capture/killing of newts during the operational phase of
the proposal.
The appropriate submission of this information will facilitate the provision of
sufficient evidence to demonstrate the proposal will not be detrimental to the
maintenance of the favourable conservation status of extant population(s) or
colony(ies) of newts potentially affected by the proposals.
4.5 Bats
We have noted outline assessment and conclusions in respect of bats. We
consider that further survey and assessment will be required to inform the public
decision making process in respect of both the power plant and the Gas
Connection. The purposes of the further survey and assessments are to assess
impacts of the proposal on potential roosts and on dispersal and foraging
behaviour
However, subject to the submission of an appropriately detailed mitigation
scheme, we consider that it should be possible to demonstrate that the proposal
will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the favourable conservation status of
the extant population of bats potentially affected by the proposals. The detail of
mitigation is likely to include the timing of works, retention or alternative provision
of features to be used for roosting purposes, and external lighting/internal light
spillage.
We look forward to receipt of further survey and assessment, and if required
mitigation, in respect of bats.
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4.6 Otter
We consider the only potential impact on otters, as both a European protected
species and as a feature of the River Dee and Bala Lake Special Area of
Conservation will be where the proposed Gas Connection crosses the River
Clywedog. Our principle concerns relate to disturbance and possible damage or
destruction to holts during construction of the proposed gas pipeline.
Appropriate design, e.g. use of directional drilling, and/or use of
avoidance/mitigation measures can be used to address possible impacts on this
species.
We consider that appropriate scheme design and the implementation of
appropriate mitigation and avoidance measures will facilitate the demonstration of
no detrimental to the maintenance of the favourable conservation status of the
otter population potentially affected by the proposals.
British Protected Species
4.7 Water Vole
We consider the only potential impact on water vole will be where the proposed
Gas Connection crosses the River Clywedog. Our principles concerns relate to
disturbance and possible damage or destruction of burrows as places of shelter.
Appropriate design, e.g. use of directional drilling, and/or use of
avoidance/mitigation measures, can be used to address possible impacts on this
species.
We consider that appropriate scheme design and the implementation of
appropriate mitigation and avoidance measures will ensure the conservation
status of this species is not likely to be affected by the construction of the
proposed scheme.
4.8 Badger
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We acknowledge and concur with the outline conclusions in respect of badger.
We consider impacts are most likely to occur during the construction phase of the
gas pipeline. Our principle concerns are disturbance to badgers and their setts
during construction of the gas pipeline.
We advise that further information is submitted in respect of the locations of setts.
Any works within 30m of a badger sett is likely to require a licence issued by
Natural Resources Wales under the provisions of the Protection of Badgers Act
1992.
We consider measures required to safeguard the badger include:
a. Micro-siting the pipeline/working areas to avoid affecting setts;
b. Timing of operations to minimize disturbance during their breeding season; and
c. Ensuring fencing proposals consider badger foraging and dispersal issues.
We consider that the submission of an appropriately designed scheme, based on
avoiding/minimizing impacts on setts and considering badger welfare and
dispersal issues, will enable potential impacts on the badger to be effectively
mitigated.
4.9 Birds
We consider that issues in respect of birds have been satisfactorily considered.
We therefore concur with the proposed approach in respect of birds.
We consider that the conservation status of bird populations present at this site
are not likely to be affected by the construction and operation of the proposed
scheme.
We concur with the principles of the proposed approach in respect of birds to
ensure compliance with relevant species protection legislation.
4.10 Reptiles
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We concur with the proposed approach in respect of reptiles.
We consider that that it should be possible to protect the reptile species identified
from killing and injury during the construction and operation of the proposed
scheme. Furthermore, we wish to confirm that the conservation status of any
reptile species is not likely to be affected by the construction and operation of the
proposed scheme.
We concur with the principles of the proposed approach in respect of reptiles to
ensure compliance with relevant species protection legislation.
4.11 Habitats
We consider habitat surveys have been generally been carried out to a
satisfactory standard.
However, to inform subsequent assessments and evidence compliance with both
policy and legislation, we would welcome the provision of further information in
respect of the potential presence of the following:
a. Habitats listed under Annex I of the Habitats Directive 1992;
b. Habitats listed under Article 10 of the Habitats Directive;
c. Habitats listed under the provisions of Section 42 of the Natural Environment
and Rural Communities Act 2006; and
d. Habitats listed under the provisions of the Wrexham Biodiversity Action Plan.
4.12 Invasive Non-Native Species
The Environmental Impact Assessment identifies that surveys and assessments
for invasive species have been carried out. We consider surveys carried out to
date to be satisfactory. Invasive non-native species are considered to cause a
range of adverse economic, social and environmental impacts.
We advise the conclusions of this assessment are stated together with any
measures. We would anticipate survey results being used to inform advocated
biosecurity risk assessments (see below).
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4.13 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 nonnative species (INNS) and diseases. We therefore request that the applicant
submits, and implements a Biosecurity Risk Assessment to the satisfaction of the
LPA.
We consider that this assessment must include:
a. Appropriate measures to control any invasive non-native species on site; and
b. Measures or actions that aim to prevent invasive non-native species or
diseases being introduced to the site for the duration of development, and the
restoration and landscaping phases of the scheme.
4.14 Ecological Compliance Audit
In our view, the inappropriate implementation of the proposals have the potential
to cause an adverse impact on range of protected species present at and in the
environs of the proposed power station and gas pipeline. We therefore advise that
the applicants submit an appropriate ecological compliance audit scheme. The
purpose of this scheme is to ensure implementation of the project is carried out in
accordance with details of submitted plans and method statements.
We consider this scheme will need to be capable of evidencing compliance with
mitigation measures, timescales and other factors considered to be material for
the purposes of safeguarding ecological interests during construction restoration
and landscaping and operational phases of the scheme
5. 1 Groundwater and Contaminated Land
The site is located on Principal aquifer and in close proximity to Source Protection
Zones for potable water supplies. We therefore consider the site highly sensitive
with respect to controlled waters. There are two parts to this application; the
power station area and the Gas Connection. We will comment on each in turn.

398

Power Station area
The previous use of the site may have contaminated the soil and groundwater.
Although the old fibreglass factory buildings have been removed, the
hardstanding has not been removed. Therefore there is the potential for
contamination underneath this hardstanding to be present, and this will need
investigating and the risk to controlled water assessed. We would therefore
request for a range of conditions within any Order associated with the
development to ensure that any possible land contamination is fully identified, and
suitably remediated, or removed. We kindly request that we are also consulted as
part of your discussions with Wrexham County Borough Council’s Contaminated
Land Officer.
There are limited details on the storage of fuel and oils on the site. We advise that
you provide details concerning the location of the storage areas and any tanks
(above and below ground).
A Surface Water Drainage and Management Plan should be submitted as part of
any Development Consent Order application as aspects of this may require
conditions to be imposed on any final permission. This plan will need to be agreed
with our Water Quality compliance team. Dependent upon the results of any
intrusive contamination investigation, this may limit the use of ground infiltration
as a method of disposing surface water.
5.2 Gas connection pipeline (underground) and Above Ground Installation
The Gas Connection pipeline appears to travel over Principal and Secondary
aquifers and also into a Source Protection Zone. We consider this
hydrogeological setting to be sensitive with respect to controlled waters. We
therefore request that a Water Feature Survey is carried out within a 500 m buffer
zone from the pipeline route (see requirements below). The survey should include
assessment of the risk to the water features from the pipeline construction and
operation and if monitoring and mitigation of the water features is required.
Our request for land contamination conditions should also be applied to the
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pipeline and above ground installation compound to establish and assess the
potential for soil and groundwater in these areas.
5.3 Requirements for a Water Feature Survey
The developer must undertake a preliminary site assessment, which should
include the following:
a. Identification of all water features both surface and groundwater (ponds,
springs, ditches, culverts etc.) within a 300 metres radius of the site.
b. Use made of any of these water features. This should include the construction
details of wells and boreholes and details of the lithology into which they are
installed; c. An indication of the flow regime in the spring or surface water feature,
for example whether or not the water feature flows throughout the year or dries up
during summer months; d. Accessibility to the spring/well; This information should
identified on a suitably scaled map (i.e. 1:10,000), tabulated and submitted to
Natural Resources Wales during the Application. It would be useful for the
developer to photograph each of the identified water features during the survey.
Based on the results of the survey the applicant must assess the likely impacts
from the development on both quantity and quality of the surface water and
groundwater. This should take into consideration both the preferred methods of
construction and the assumed hydrogeology in the vicinity of the development.
Natural Resources Wales may require identified groundwater features to be
monitored during the proposed workings. We would therefore recommend that the
survey be undertaken as soon as possible to enable the developer to carry out
suitable baseline monitoring prior to the commencement of workings at the site.
5.4 General Land Contamination Advice
Natural Resources Wales recommends that the implementation of the proposal is
undertaken in accordance with:
- The risk management framework provided in CLR11, Model procedures for the
management of land contamination, when dealing with land affected by
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contamination. - The Environment Agency guiding principles for land
contamination for the type of information required in order to assess risks to
controlled waters from the site. The Local Authority can advise on risk to other
receptors, e.g. human health. We advise that reference be given to the
Environment Agency website at www.environment-agency.gov.uk for more
information.
The treatment and disposal of contaminated soils and groundwater is regulated
by waste legislation and requires a separate Environmental Permit from NRW.
Excavated materials that are recovered via a treatment operation can be re-used
on-site under the CL:AIRE Definition of Waste: Development Industry Code of
Practice. This voluntary Code of Practice provides a framework for determining
whether or not excavated material arising from site during remediation and/or land
development works are waste.
Natural Resources Wales recommends that developers should refer to our: Position statement on the Definition of Waste: Development Industry Code of
Practice and; - website at www.naturalresourceswales.gov.uk for further
guidance.
Contaminated soil that is excavated, recovered or disposed of, is controlled
waste. Therefore, its handling, transport, treatment and disposal is subject to
waste management legislation, which includes:
- Duty of Care Regulations 1991
- Hazardous Waste (England and Wales) Regulations 2005
- Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2010.
You should ensure that all contaminated materials are adequately characterised
both chemically and physically, and that the permitting status of any proposed off
site operations is clear. If in doubt, the Natural Resources Wales should be
contacted for advice at an early stage to avoid any delays.
We welcome confirmation within paragraph 7.314 that a Site Waste Management
Plan will be prepared.
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6. Foul Drainage and the Storage of Hazardous Materials
The report discusses the possibility of a waste water treatment works on site. Any
discharge to controlled waters (which includes streams, underground waters,
reservoirs, estuaries and coastal waters) will most likely require an Environmental
Permit issued by Natural Resources Wales. This permit will need to be approved
and in place before any discharge is made from the site. A permit is not
guaranteed and therefore early discussions with the Emma Pierce, 01244 89
4607, within our Water Quality compliance team are encouraged.
Prior agreement from Natural Resources Wales is required for discharging
dewatering water from any excavation or development to a surface watercourse
or into groundwater.
Our Water Protection Zone consent is needed if you undertake a controlled
activity within the River Dee Water Protection Zone. This applies if you have:
 500 litres or more food or feedstuffs.
 50 litres or more of any other “controlled substance” in a single container.
 200 litres or more of any other “controlled substance”.
7. Flood Risk and River Crossings
We agree with the general statement on surface water management made in
paragraph 6.52 of the 'Preliminary Environmental Information Report: NonTechnical Summary'. We would welcome the provision of a Surface Water
Management Plan and Drainage Strategy for the site, with the aim of ensuring
that the development does not increase surface water runoff from the site. We
would strongly encourage the use of SuDS (Sustainable Drainage Schemes) in
order to manage surface water as close to source as possible, where feasible.
The utilization of a SuDS based approach to surface water management is also
likely to address incidental capture/killing issues in respect of the great crested
newt.
In terms of the Gas Connection corridor, the route crosses the Afon Clywedog,
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which is a designated main-river. Any crossing will therefore require Flood
Defence Consent from NRW. The applicant is advised to contact Ryan Knowles
(01248 894570), Flood Risk Analysis Engineer for further advice relating to the
consenting process. Please note that any crossing of ordinary watercourses may
also be subject to Land Drainage consenting - please contact Charlotte Beattie
within Wrexham County Borough Council in these instances.
8. Facilitating Compliance with Assessments of Impact on European and
International (Ramsar Sites) Sites
Regulation 61 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 ()
requires competent authorities to undertake an assessment of likely significant
effect on European Site, either alone or in combination with other plans or
projects). Planning Policy Wales and Technical Advice Note No. 5 identifies this
requirement and states that this approach is also applicable to Ramsar sites.
It is therefore advocated that the provisions of the Environmental Statement
include sufficient information to enable all relevant competent authorities to
undertake the required assessments, to ensure compliance with statutory
legislation and national policies.
In our view, and without prejudice to any subsequent assessments, we consider
possible impacts of the proposal include:
(i) Aerial emissions on any European and Ramsar sites within 10kms of the
proposal
(ii) Disturbance to otter as a feature of the River Dee and Bala Lake Special Area
of Conservation (SAC) during construction of the gas pipeline.
9. Protected Species Licensing
As identified in the Ecology section, of construction of both the power station and
the gas pipeline will also need to be undertaken in accordance with the provisions
of licences issued by Natural Resources Wales.
Owing to the presence of the great crested newt, as Habitats Directive Annex IV
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species, the scheme will require licences issued by Natural Resources Wales
under Regulation 53 (2) (e) of the Conservation of Habitats and Species
Regulation 2010 ().This licence is issued for the purposes of:
“preserving public health or public safety or other imperative reasons of overriding
public interest including those of a social or economic nature, and beneficial
consequences of primary importance for the environment.”
Furthermore, the licence can only be issued by NRW on condition that there is:
”no satisfactory alternative”, and that
“the development will not be detrimental to the maintenance of the population of
the species concerned at a favourable conservation status in their natural range.”
Additional licences may be required in respect of bats and/or otter if their breeding
sites or resting places are considered likely to be affected by the implementation
of the proposed scheme.
Licence applications will need to be supported by Method Statements that
include:
(i) Avoidance and Mitigation Measures;
(ii) Short and long term compensation measures
(iii) Long term management, surveillance, and wardening proposals;
(iv) Biosecurity; and
(v) Ecological compliance audit
We have assumed that only upgrading of the existing electrical infrastructure is
proposed. If any major upgrading or new lines are proposed, please contact us as
soon as possible in this regard. This may have a number of implications for NRW
including flood risk, river crossing, landscape conservation and the safeguard of
protected species.
Please note that the view expressed in this letter is a response to a preapplication enquiry only and does not represent our final view in relation to any
future Development Consent Order application made in relation to this site. We
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reserve the right to change our position in relation to any such application, subject
to the receiving of further studies/information, or significant changes to the
proposal.
If you have any queries regarding the above, and/or wish to arrange a meeting to
discuss this letter, please contact me on the details below.
Highways Agency
Thank you for your letter and information pack concerning the Wrexham Energy
Centre dated 9 July 2014.

Comment noted.

No changes
required.

Comment noted.

No change required.

Confirming receipt of section 42 letter dated
10th July 2014 and confirming that Royal Mail
intends to make a single representation (if
required at the Relevant representations stage,
after the full ES is available

No change required.

The Highways Agency are grateful to yourselves for the information you have
provided and the ability to comment on your proposals. As you are aware the
Highways Agency's Strategic and Trunk Road Network is some distance from
Wrexham (A5) but feel that at this stage that until you have firmed up your
proposals no comment is necessary.
Thank you once again for the opportunity to have sight of your proposals.
Canal and River Trust
Thank you for your consultation letter dated 10 July 2014.
I can confirm that the Canal & River Trust does not wish to make any comment in
respect of this project as it does not appear to have any impact on any of the
waterways that we manage.
Royal Mail
We act for Royal Mail which will be a statutory consultee to the above proposed
Application. Our client is in receipt of your letter dated 10 July 2014 inviting a
Section 42 consultation response from our client on the Preliminary
Environmental Information Review. We confirm that our client will review this
information but will not be responding by the 24 August PEIR consultation
deadline. Instead, our client intends to make a single representation (if required)
at the Relevant Representations stage after the full Environmental Statement is
available.
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Wales and West Utilities
Thank you for your letter and enclosures dated 10/7/2014.
Firstly I am given to understand that some initial discussions have already taken
place between our site manager and your representative regarding this proposal.
At this stage I would make the following comments:
From the scale of the plans provided I am unable to determine with any degree of
accuracy if your proposal will involve any possible proposed land acquisition of
the freehold AGI site at Maelor Gas Works site.
That you have made all appropriate searches in regard to impact of any other
services, including Gas, in relation to the proposed route of the main from Maelor
to the Power Station.
That due consideration has been given to access arrangements to the Maelor Gas
works, including, as appropriate, our own freehold operational area, which will
need to be clarified and subject to possible further consultation.
For information I can confirm that the access road to the Maelor site is vested in the
ownership of National Grid with whom it is presumed there has been ongoing
consultation.
I would be pleased if you could acknowledge receipt and revert back to me on the
points raised in due course.

Noted.WPL are in ongoing discussions with
WWU regarding WPL’s preferred site for the
location of the AGI Site. These discussions
include arrangements for the freehold or
leasehold acquisition of the preferred site for
the AGI Site.

No change required.

WPL are aware of the location of equipment
and apparatus owned and operated by the
relevant statutory undertakers, including that
owned and operated by WWU. The design of
the Gas Connection Route seeks to minimise
disruption to existing utility services, where
possible.
WPL is consulting with the relevant statutory
undertakers and the draft DCO contains
protective provisions to protect the activities of
statutory undertakers with equipment in the
area of the Scheme.
WPL has considered access to the proposed
AGI Site throughout the design and
environmental assessment process.
Satisfactory access to/from the gas AGI Site
from/to the public highway has been included
in the Application.

PIL001
I wish to write to put my view point across on the proposed application by
Wrexham power ltd on the siting and building of a turbine gas power plant .
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Firstly as the information put forward by wpl for connection to existing power
frame network presently owned by Scottish power is not suffiecent to take further
loads !

The Grid Connection Statement (Document
reference: 8.1) explains the anticipated
requirements for the Electrical Connection. It
also explains where WPL is in the process
regarding securing an Electrical Connection for
the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an
application for an electrical connection has
been submitted to SPEN. As the promoter of
any works that may be required in order to
deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the
relevant time.

No change required.

WPL can confirm that its ES has cumulatively
assessed the anticipated Electrical Connection
together with the Scheme and other relevant
developments (Document reference: 6.2).
SPEN owns and manages the electricity
distribution network for Wrexham. They are not
a generator and their comments are isolated to
the network’s ability to supply electricity in
accordance with their statutory obligations.
The capacity of the network is not in doubt.
Present proposed site is /has only planning for warehousing on apportion of the
overall site site being mostly green belt fact!

The site of the WEC was chosen for its
proximity to both the existing local electrical
distribution network and a spur of the gas NTS
at Maelor Gas Works. The Kingmoor Park
South site represents an appropriate site for
the Scheme for these reasons and the existing
industrial planning consent and CHP potential.

No change required.

The site is described in the ES (Document
Reference: 6.2) as a partly greenfield and
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partly brownfield site. We explain the former
brownfield areas of the site and their former
use.
Siting of this plant so far away from gas supply is unnecessary and will cause
undue upset to the local environment and wildlife !

There are no other sites on the WIE that can
accommodate the Power Station Complex, the
landscaping and ecological mitigation and the
construction laydown area and retain the
potential to connect to the NTS.

No change required.

In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is
already allocated for a large scale
development and planning permission has
been granted for a high bay warehouse and
office building totalling 24,303 sq m. The WEC
would not appear in contrast against the other
large industrial buildings with stacks on the
WIE.
WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is
explained in chapter 3, Site selection,
alternatives and design evolution, of the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) and the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2).
Siting of the plant to be landscaped the size being of such a scale no amount of
said could disquise the enormity of the construction so as to spoil a rural
community !

The Landscape and visual chapter, chapter 10,
of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides
an assessment of potential visual impact of the
WEC and an illustrative landscape masterplan
(Document reference: 2.9.1) has been
submitted as part of the Application.
Additionally, WPL has produced
photomontages from viewpoints agreed by
WCBC and CWC. They can be found at WEC
Photographs and Photomontages (Document
reference 7.1).

No change required.
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Why build and run a plant at 50% when other existing sites are at present running
at 50% why not increase loads else where !

As explained in the Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application, National Policy Statements
confirm the urgent national need for new gas
and renewable energy generation capacity in
tandem.

No change required.

Exhaust from plant will descend on local properties as the odours from kelloggs
do so now across what is a farming/dairy area !

Effects on air quality and emissions from the
WEC are considered in the Air quality chapter,
chapter 8, of the ES (Document reference:
6.2). None of the air quality objectives for
human health or ecology will be exceeded as a
result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be
not significant. Air quality assessments and
mitigation measures are described in the ES.

No change required.

The Power Station Complex is anticipated to
require a Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading
permit (See the details of the Other Consents
and Licences Document ((Document
reference: 5.6)).
The WEC will not generate an odour or smell.
The emissions of the WEC will be regulated
under an Environmental Permit.
Please see Air quality chapter of the ES,
chapter 8 (Document reference: 6.2).
Internal road if constructed would raise noise levels even more so , there is no
further information as to what remainder of site to be used for this coupled with
pipe dimension lack of information could possibly lead to for application ,upscale
after the president set !

The internal road is not part of the Scheme. It
relates to the decision granted on the
Kingmoor Park North site
(APP/H6955/A/12/2188910) and may only be

No change required.
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built if that consent is implemented.
An Illustrative Landscape and Ecological
Mitigation plan is included with the application
(Document Reference 2.9.1) which shows how
the site, in addition to the Power Station
Complex is to be developed including
landscaping along the eastern boundary of the
site.
Stipulating at meeting that flue stack maximum of 50m tall but this surely subject
to environmental study !

Lack of general information or stone walled when questioned about portions of
plan ie gas pipe size /bore for future expansion potential !

No change required.
As stated, the stack height has been confirmed
as up to 50m. The studies to determine the
maximum dimensions of the Scheme have
been completed and are provided in the ES
(Document reference 6.2).
No change required.
WPL's design process has followed an iterative
design process which has influenced the
shape and scale of its project. It consulted at
an early stage in the scheme design in order to
allow feedback to influence that design.
Therefore, by necessity, design parameters
were not fixed.
The Scheme has been environmentally
assessed in line with what is known as the
‘Rochdale envelope’ principle, which allows for
parameters of a scheme to be assessed. This
means there is some flexibility in the design
envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference 6.2) explains this further
and defines the maximum dimensions of each
element of the Scheme.
The WEC will extract gas from the NTS. The
NTS is rated at a maximum operating pressure
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of 70 barg. This is substantially above the
pressure required by the WEC.
Viewing pictures misleading and perspective scale wrong or at very least
misleading flue stack showing approx 2m over boundary hedge on picture there
scale kelloggs actually taller real ! and 5m shorter and further away !

Was told that the plant would produce less noise than a warehouse but that not
possible and with kelloggs producing over permissible levels now at 60db
compounded with the new noise levels would be intolerable !

No change required.
Further to the visualisations produced to
support statutory consultation, WPL has
produced photomontages from viewpoints
agreed by WCBC and CWC. They can be
found at Photomontages and Photographs of
the WEC (Document reference 7.1).
No change required.
The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as
part of the generating process. These turbines
will generate noise but will be enclosed in
acoustically attenuated buildings.
Noise assessments and mitigation measures
are described in the Noise and vibration
chapter, chapter 9, of the ES (Document
Reference: 6.2). The final design will need to
comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station
Complex.

Power consumption in this area is not significant there comment “importer” of
electric is true to any site including private dwellings as not produced on self site !

No change required.
WPL is not making a comment about the level
of generation in the wider North Wales area.
Wrexham and the WIE imports electricity from
the Legacy Grid Supply Point. Wrexham is a
net importer of electricity even after taking
account the embedded renewable generation
in the general Wrexham area.
No change required.

Wpl will not and cannot directly supply any of the industrial estate !
The Scheme incorporates the potential for a
heat network interface building from which it
would be feasible to process and supply heat
to commercial uses elsewhere within the WIE

411

and makes the proposal CHP Ready. An
Energy Survey was prepared and circulated to
occupiers on the WIE to determine how they
use energy, and whether there are users which
could benefit from waste heat from the WEC.
The survey results identified the need. The
exact nature of any heat network would be
subject to viability, commercial discussions,
additional consultation and planning consents.
Early indications on the feasibility of employing
CHP are therefore favourable but further study
is required to confirm its technical and
economic potential. This is explained in further
detail in the Planning Statement (Document
reference: 5.2).
No change required.

Wpl will not own and run site or build plant just pr company !
WPL is the applicant for the Scheme and will
be named as the undertaker in the draft Order
(Document Referecne 3.1). In order to
construct and operate a Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project, funding and other issues
will need to be carefully considered and WPL
is in no different position to any other project
promoter in this regard. WPL is committed to
the Scheme and to the local and national
benefits that the Scheme will bring including
local employment.
Employment for the plant hugely elaborated as no local skill sets for this type of
work !
Delusional as t

No change required.
The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in
the ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides an
assessment of the job creation related to the
WEC. 495 peak construction jobs for the
Power Station Complex site and 20
construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information
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from EPC contractors for similar CCGT power
station development together with professional
judgement.
The operational jobs were assessed in the
same way.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14
of the draft Order (Document reference: 3.1),
to promote local economic benefit from the
development including invitation to tender from
companies within the County Borough of
Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to
the construction of the development and a
strategy for the provision of training
opportunities for local companies or local
people who are employed to work on the
development.
o devaluation of local property prices having been told by local estate agents of
significant lowering of prices !

I do not wish wpl to have access across my land them being a private company
and not a service company !
This is not just a “nimby” attitude there process is seriously flawed and misleading
yes i have a vested interest in not having a power plant directly to the rear of my
property but there is not enough reasoning behind this application to let it proceed
in its present format if at all .

No change required.
The conclusions of the ES (Document
reference: 6.2) demonstrate that there would
be no likely significant effects on any
residential receptors associated with the
construction, operation and decommissioning
of the Scheme.
No change required.
If necessary and required, these rights will be
requested with an offer of compensation.
No change required.
Comment noted.
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PIL002
As above (PIL001)
PIL009
The exact location of the proposed gas pipeline is to be confirmed, however, my
clients request that Wrexham Power liaise closely with Rostons as their
Authorised Agents, in regards to this exact location. We request that the pipe
does not run through the middle of any of the fields and ideally either runs to the
northern or southern extremities of the red line, or follow the boundaries of the
fields.

As above (PIL001)

As above (PIL001)

WPL are liaising with Rostons.

No change required.

Comment noted. WPL has designed an
appropriate Gas Connection Route taking
account of ecological and physical constraints.
Final routing of the Gas Connection Route will
be undertaken prior to construction.

In addition to this we request that should negotiations be entered into for an
easement that a “lift & shift” clause is included within the documents, such that the
pipeline can be moved should any development take place.

Comment noted.

No change required.

I would be grateful if you could please confirm that you understand my clients
concerns. Please note that a working relationship with Wrexham Power can be
obtained, if the above concerns are noted and taken on board when preparing the
final planning application.

Comment noted

No change required.

As above (PIL009)

As above (PIL009)

As above (PIL009)

As above (PIL009)

As above (PIL009)

As above (PIL009)

As above (PIL009)

As above (PIL009)

As above (PIL009)
WPL are aware of the location of equipment
and apparatus owned and operated by the
relevant statutory undertakers, including that
owned and operated by National Grid Gas Plc.
WPL is consulting with the relevant statutory

As above (PIL009)
No change required.

PIL010
As above (PIL009)
PIL011
As above (PIL009)
PIL012
As above (PIL009)
PIL013
As above (PIL009)
PIL014
As above (PIL009)
Birch Sites Limited, National Grid Property, National Grid Electricity
Transmission, National Grid Gas
This is a joint response by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc (NGET) and
National Grid Gas plc (NGG)
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I refer to your letter dated 10th July 2014 regarding the above proposed
application. Having reviewed the section 42 documents, I would like to make the
following comments:

undertakers including National Grid Gas Plc
and the draft DCO contains protective
provisions to protect the activities of statutory
undertakers with equipment in the area of the
Scheme.

National Grid Infrastructure within or in close proximity to the Proposed Order
Limits

Gas Transmission
National Grid has Gas Transmission pipelines located within and in close
proximity to the order limits. Details are as follows:
FM04- Shocklach- Maelor

Above ground gas sites and equipment has also been identified as being located
within or in close proximity to the order limits, details are as follows
AMP- Maelor
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
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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.
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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
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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/safew
orking.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/gaspi
pes/
Further Advice
We would request that the potential impact of the proposed scheme on National
Grid’s existing assets as set out above is considered in any subsequent reports,
including in the Environmental Statement, and as part of any subsequent
application.
Where the promoter intends to acquire land, extinguish rights, or interfere with
any of National Grid apparatus protective provisions will be required in a form
acceptable to it to be included within the DCO.
Where any diversion of apparatus may be required to facilitate a scheme,
National Grid is unable to give any certainty with the regard to diversions until
such time as adequate conceptual design studies have been undertaken by
National Grid. Further information relating to this can be obtained by contacting
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the email address below.
National Grid requests to be consulted at the earliest stages to ensure that the
most appropriate protective provisions are included within the Application to
safeguard the integrity of our apparatus and to remove the requirement for
objection. All consultations should be sent to the following:
DCOConsultations@nationalgrid.com as well as by post to the following address:
The Company Secretary
1-3 The Strand
London
WC2N 5EH
In order to respond at the earliest opportunity National Grid will require the
following:
 D
raft DCO including the Book of Reference and relevant Land Plans
 
Shape Files or CAD Files for the order limits
I hope the above information is useful. If you require any further information
please do not hesitate to contact me.
The information in this letter is provided not withstanding any discussions taking
place in relation to connections with electricity or gas customer services.
Clwydian Range and Dee Valley AONB Joint Advisory Committee
Thank you for seeking the views of the JAC at this stage of the consultation
process for this Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project.

Please refer to the Landscape & Visual
chapter, chapter 10, of the ES (Document
reference: 6.2). This states how the Clwydian
Range and Dee Valley AONB has been
considered.

No change required.

In accordance with the JAC’s urgent matters delegation procedure the following
observations are submitted on behalf of the Committee following consultation with
the Chair of the JAC.
“The JAC notes that the proposed site is located approximately 11km outside the
AONB and will form part of the larger existing developed area of Wrexham

419

Industrial Estate but, given the large scale of the development, it will be visible in
distant views from the higher ground of the AONB to the west. In this context, the
JAC considers that the Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) to be
included in the Environmental Statement should give greater weight to
consideration of the potential impact on the AONB than is contained in the
Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR). In particular, the JAC has
concerns about the potential impact on views to the east from the AONB,
including the visual impact of potential plume from the stacks or cooling system
which does not appear to be covered in the PEIR.”
I would be grateful if you could take account of the JAC's views in going forward
with the project.

Appendix 30: Statutory consultation feedback from section 47 and section 48 consultees, WPL's response and how the
project has changed
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Ref

Feedback

WPL’s response

How the project
has changed

WEC001

A power station is neither required nor desirable at the proposed
location

No change
required.

WEC002

I support the proposal + wish you well with your ‘journey to planning
approval and env. permit ap construction and need a p/t or f/t H+S
person who isn't going to rip you off with high consultancy fees, let me,
as I have a NEBOSH Gen. Cert. + may be available at the right time

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.
WPL welcomes and notes support for the project.

Comment noted.

No change
required
No change
required

WEC003

No change
required.

Thank you for the ongoing consultation process.

Comment noted.

I make my representation as a resident living a Crewe Hill, Crewe-byFarndon which is 3.4 km north east of the proposed site (i.e. downwind)
I comment as follows:

Comment noted.

No change
required

- Your map on page 10 does not show, nor seem to consider the
proximity to Cheshire

This comment seems to refer to the English version of
PEIR NTS and Figure 1 (on page 10): Proposed site
boundary and the indicative locations of the main parts
of the development. This figure does not set out the ES
study area which WPL can confirm does consider the
Cheshire area (please see the ES (Document
reference: 6.2)).

No change
required

- 4.6 There will be two stacks up to 50m high. These will be highly
visible across open and low lying flood plain to the north east. We
request a photo montage showing your proposed chimneys in relation
to Kellogg’s

WPL has produced photomontages from viewpoints
agreed by WCBC and CWC. They can be found at
Photomontages and Photographs of the WEC
(Document reference 7.1)

No change
required

The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
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landscape masterplan (Document reference: 2.9.1) has
been submitted as part of the Application.
The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the site to integrate it with adjacent industrial
estate structures and increase the distance from
Isycoed to the east.
6.14 I am concerned about air quality. Carbon emissions have not been
discussed in the booklet nor available during the consultation.

WPL will comply with relevant Government legislation
and policy, including that which relates to carbon
capture and storage.

No change
required

- Your representative indicated 385gm/Kw/hour emissions. The power
station will operate for 6000 hours/annum. This equals 2300 tonnes of
carbon emitted mostly going downwind (towards Cheshire). Please
advise the pollutive effects on humans and our dairy cows.**

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

No change
required

The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).
- 6.19 We are already very aware of the noise of Kellogg’s roof mounted
cooling equipment. (And smells!) Wrexham Energy Centre will be closer

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

No change
required

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the ES (Document Reference 6.2). The
final design will need to comply with the figures used in
the assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
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The WEC will not generate an odour or smell. The
emissions of the WEC will be regulated under an
Environmental Permit.
Please see Air quality chapter of the ES, chapter 8
(Document reference: 6.2).
- 6.26 and 6.29 You have ignored the visual effects to the north east
and Cheshire residents

- 6.40 You have partly ignored the heritage assets and listed buildings
within the 5km designated periphery and which are on the Cheshire
side.
- There are a dozen listed assets within Farndon and Crewe-byFarndon including Grade II* monuments.

**I have seriously miscalculated the volume of the CO2 emissions
which, based on your figures, will be about 2000 tonnes each day!
WEC004
as cross
referenced
with
WEC031

Having given fair and thoughtful consideration to your proposal I would
like to offer the following points for you and the Planning Inspectorate to
take into account as my contribution to the formal consultation process.

1. The formal consultation process

The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential visual impact of the WEC. Additionally, WPL
has produced photomontages from viewpoints agreed
by WCBC and CWC. They can be found at WEC
Photographs and Photomontages (Document reference
7.1).

No change
required

Figures 12.1 and 12.2 of the ES (Document Reference:
6.3) show the location of designated and nondesignated cultural heritage assets.

No change
required

The Cultural Heritage chapter, chapter 12, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential impacts on the historical environment of the
WEC. This includes consideration of Cheshire. The
conclusion of the ES chapter is that there will be no
likely significant effect on the historic environment,
including on cultural heritage assets.

No change
required

Comment noted.

No change
required
No change
required

Comment noted.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in

No change
required

423

Having met with representatives of Wrexham Power Ltd (WPL) at a
meeting in May at the Cross Lanes Hotel (WRAPS) and subsequent
presentations to less than a handful of communities in Wrexham during
this process, I strongly feel that WPL are attempting to abuse the
system by not including communities that WILL be affected by the work
Scottish Power will need to conduct during construction in order to
connect the Energy Centre to the National Grid. Scottish Power has
said (in a scoping report) that they disagree with your claim and believe
much work will be needed to make the connection. In this regard the
current formal consultation is flawed.
When you carried out a questionable informal consultation process,
communities other than those now being consulted with, expressed
many and varied views. Those communities have been excluded from
the Formal Consultation process because the WPL claim, contradicted
by Scottish Power, the connection can be made under permitted
development rights or other powers that don’t form part of the
Development Consent Order (DCO) application. Effectively I believe the
entire operation and connections should form part of the DCO
submission and be subject to formal consultation. It is not acceptable
that consent may be given for the Energy Centre without knowing the
full implications of the work required for the National Grid connection.

the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it consulted in
2012 in non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. The Statutory
Consultation was undertaken between 14 July and 24
August 2014 which is a period longer than the statutory
minimum period specified in the PA2008. The
consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.

No change
required

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
2. Siting of the Energy Centre
I believe the Kingmoor site was picked for its size to accommodate a
1200MW power station. Now that the size has been reduced by three

The proposed output of the Wrexham Energy Centre
has reduced from up to 1,200 MWe to up to 299 MWe.
The footprint of the Power Station Complex doesn’t

No change
required
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quarters is it now appropriate for a new site appraisal to be undertaken.
There are other sites more centrally on the Industrial Estate that won’t
affect the residential community of Is-y-Coed
Better still, because WPL’s primary object is to supply the National Grid,
location is not critical and more consideration should be afforded to
utilizing existing redundant power station sites available for
redevelopment in the South of England where the power is needed.

reduce by the same amount. There are no other sites
on the WIE that can accommodate the Power Station
Complex, the landscaping and ecological mitigation and
the construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.
In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is explained in
chapter 3 of the ES (Document reference 6.2) and the
Planning Statement (Document reference 5.2).

If the above is not an option, consideration could be given to locating
the power station at the site of the old Gas Works. The site is brown
field, located away from residential communities, it has the advantage
of not needing to lay a near 2-mile pipeline and is next to the already
existing power lines you hope to connect to.

WPL do not consider the Maelor Gas Works site
suitable for the WEC, for a number of reasons:
•

Maelor Gas Works is an operational site owned
and operated by both National Grid and Wales
and West Utilities.

•

It is not allocated for development and does not
have the benefit of a planning consent for large
scale development.

•

The site, although close to the existing single
circuit overhead power line (installed in 1963),
is remote from the Marchwiel substation to
which WPL wish to connect the WEC due to it
having more than a single connection.

•

The site is remote from the WIE and does not
therefore have potential to provide CHP to the
WIE which is a requirement of NPS-EN1.

No change
required
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WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is explained in
chapter 3, Site selection, alternatives and design
evolution, of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) and the
Planning Statement (Document reference: 5.2).
Your consultation documents are inadequate and lack detail regarding
landscape, building dimensions and mitigation for the community of Isy-Coed;

I have a concern for noise disrupting the primary school less than half a
mile away.

The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.
Maximum building dimensions for each of the
components of the Power Station Complex, which were
used for the assessments, and drawings were
presented in the Preliminary Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) and the Non-Technical Summary (PEIRNTS). Within the PEIR we presented photomontages
without mitigation to inform the community and to
encourage feedback which could be considered in
designing and preparing the landscape and mitigation
plans for submission.
The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings,
mitigating the affect on the primary school.

No change
required

No change
required

No change
required

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
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There is no proposal for how the remaining site area will be used or
indeed if any landscaping will be undertaken on the Eastern boundary
to mitigate the development from Is-y-Coed.

3. Abundance of Electricity in Wales
You state ‘The proposal provides an opportunity to improve the power
supply to the Industrial Estate and reduce the area’s reliance on
imported energy as well as improving energy security’.
North Wales has a significant excess of supply over demand for
electricity. The power station at Connah’s Quay is just 12 miles away
from Wrexham. Wrexham doesn’t need a power station and it is not
necessary for every town to have its own power station to be selfsufficient. Perhaps the site search should be focused on where the
need is greatest, namely, the South of England.
Scottish Power have stated publically that there is enough capacity in
the local infrastructure to supply new developments, including the new
prison with 2000+ inmates and all the ancillary services etc that will
come with it
It is my opinion that a power station in Wrexham is neither required nor
desirable.

assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
An Illustrative Landscape and Ecological Mitigation plan
is included with the application (Document Reference
2.9.1) which shows how the site, in addition to the
Power Station Complex, is to be developed including
landscaping along the eastern boundary of the site.
WPL is not making a comment about the level of
generation in the wider North Wales area. Wrexham
and the WIE imports electricity from the Legacy Grid
Supply Point. Wrexham is a net importer of electricity
even after taking account the embedded renewable
generation in the general Wrexham area.
The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

Additionally, I have a major concern with the height and dimension of

No change
required

No change
required

SPEN owns and manages the electricity distribution
network for Wrexham. They are not a generator and
their comments are isolated to the network’s ability to
supply electricity in accordance with their statutory
obligations. The capacity of the network is not in doubt.
No change
required

4. Emissions and Noise
Is-y-Coed already endures high levels of noise from the Wrexham
Industrial Estate particularly when the prevailing wind is evident.

No change
required

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.

No change
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the stacks and buildings. You haven’t provided sufficient information on
emissions and an exercise should have been undertaken giving a clear
indication on stack heights in particular.

required
The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.
Maximum building dimensions for each of the
components of the Power Station Complex which were
used for the assessments and drawings were presented
in the Preliminary Environmental Impact Report (PEIR)
and the Non-Technical Summary (PEIR-NTS).
The stack height was confirmed as being up to 50m.

5. LOCAL Jobs
I don’t believe for one minute the number of jobs you have claimed
during construction & operations. The amount of employment you
allege is unrealistic when compared to other power stations of a similar
size. WPL seem to have inflated the figures by 100%. The small
number of LOCAL jobs you might create doesn’t offset the
environmental effect of the proposal.
Yours sincerely

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.

No change
required

The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
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provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.
WEC005

1. This power station is not required for the Wrexham area electricity
needs

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No changed
required

2. Harmful emissions will spread over an area of high agricultural
production. The prevailing North West wind will carry the outfall over
Cheshire and the [illegible] district

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

No change
required

The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).
3. There will be a higher risk of pollution to the rivers Clywedog and Dee

4. The Wrexham gas supply passes through my land and crosses both
rivers. This pipe was of 18" diameter only and was laid in 1968.
Increased pressure due to high extra demand will make the probability
of leaks much greater.
5. For these reasons I am against the proposal of a power station on a
greenfield site, two miles from my house and land (400 acres).

The Water environment chapter, chapter 14, in the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
water elements of the Scheme. The WEC will not
abstract water from, or discharge water into, rivers.

No change
required

The WEC will extract gas from the NTS. The NTS is
rated at a maximum operating pressure of 70 barg. This
is substantially above the pressure required by the
WEC.

No change
required

Comment Noted

No change
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required
WEC006
as cross
referenced
with
WEC077

We have considered the proposal and wish to register the following
concerns as part of the formal consultation process.
1. Consultation Process
Firstly we feel that the current formal consultation is inappropriate when
Scottish Power Man web plc have expressed doubt over the feasibility
of connecting to their existing power lines. It is registered and
acknowledged at para 3.11, page 23 of your Peir Report.
It appears that many other communities were consulted at the informal
consultation period but have now been excluded from the current
process because you assume that the Electrical Connections can be
made under permitted development rights or other powers and do not
form part of the Development Consent Order application. Your
assumption has been contradicted by Scottish Power. These
communities have therefore been omitted and should be subject of full
consultation.
We feel it is not acceptable that consent may be granted for the power
station in isolation without knowing the full implications of the required
Electrical Connections.

Finally there appears to be a complete lack of exact detail within the
documents to allow a proper judgement of the proposal i.e. – Stack
heights are estimates, building sizes are indicative, finish of building i.e.
construction materials are not detailed.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).
WPL can confirm that its ES has cumulatively assessed
the anticipated Electrical Connection together with the
Scheme and other relevant developments (Document
reference: 6.2).
WPL's design evolution has followed an iterative design
process which has influenced the shape and scale of its
project. It consulted at an early stage in the scheme
design in order to allow feedback to influence that
design. Therefore, by necessity, design parameters
were not fixed.

No change
required

Maximum building dimensions for each of the
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components of the Power Station Complex, which were
used for the assessments, and drawings were
presented in the Preliminary Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) and the Non-Technical Summary (PEIRNTS). Within the PEIR we presented photomontages
without mitigation to inform the community and to
encourage feedback which could be considered in
designing and preparing the landscape and mitigation
plans for submission.
The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.
2. Site Selection
Firstly when the site was selected it was for a larger power station and
now that the development is much reduced there appears to have been
no consideration given to considering a new location within the area
that may be less obtrusive to the landscape and more appropriate to the
newly sized proposal.

The proposed output of the Wrexham Energy Centre
has reduced from up to 1,200 MWe to up to 299 MWe.
The footprint of the Power Station Complex doesn’t
reduce by the same amount. There are no other sites
on the WIE that can accommodate the Power Station
Complex, the landscaping and ecological mitigation and
the construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.

No change
required

In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m. The WEC
would not appear in contrast against the other large
industrial buildings with stacks on the WIE.
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WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is explained in
chapter 3, Site selection, alternatives and design
evolution, of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) and the
Planning Statement (Document reference: 5.2).
If the primary consideration of this proposal is to supply to the National
Grid location is not critical and more consideration should be given to
utilizing existing redundant power station sites that are available for
redevelopment or utilizing where infrastructure is already in place such
as Stanlow/Ince in Cheshire
Secondly greater consideration should have been given to locating the
power station at the site of the former Maelor Gas Works. The site is
located further from residential, is not adjacent to a school and would
have both a financial and environmental benefit of not requiring a 3km
gas pipeline as well as being immediately adjacent to the existing
overhead power lines that you are wishing to connect to.

Thirdly there are no proposals shown at present of how the remaining
site area will be utilized of indeed if any landscaping will be undertaken
on the Eastern boundary to help reduce the visible effects of the
residents in Isycoed and Bowling Bank residents. We are also
concerned as to the revised requirements of the haulage company

Comment noted.

WPL do not consider the Maelor Gas Works site
suitable for the WEC, for a number of reasons:
•

Maelor Gas Works is an operational site owned
and operated by both National Grid and Wales
and West Utilities.

•

It is not allocated for development and does not
have the benefit of a planning consent for large
scale development.

•

The site, although close to the existing single
circuit overhead power line (installed in 1963),
is remote from the Marchwiel substation to
which WPL wish to connect the WEC due to it
having more than a single connection.

•

The site is remote from the WIE and does not
therefore have potential to provide CHP to the
WIE which is a requirement of NPS-EN1.

An Illustrative Landscape and Ecological Mitigation plan
is included with the application (Document Reference
2.9.1) which shows how the site, in addition to the

No change
required

No change
required

No change
required
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currently occupying the site previously occupied by Owens Corning.

Finally under this section it is fact that the proposed site and the
adjoining Kingmoor Park have current planning consents for B1 and B8
uses (not B2 as you detail on page 20 of the Pier report) which were
granted on appeal by the Planning Inspectorate. We understand that
the appeal was allowed because the Inspectors were influenced by and
attached a lot of weight to claims the application would create some 150
plus new jobs. It is also misleading to state it was part of the Owen
Corning Buildings because it was in fact a car park and the adjacent
area was ‘green field’ land i.e. it was not covered with substantial
building that created an adverse visual impact.

3. Need
We and most of the Local Community feel there is no critical need for
further improvement to the power supply in this area and that claims
that the Industrial Estate reliance on imported energy is in fact bogus.
There is in fact a significant excess of supply over demand in the North
West
Reference should also be made to the fact when the Application for a
new Prison with over 2000 inmates together with all ancillary services
Scottish Power commented ‘that there is enough capacity in the local
infrastructure to supply the development’. (based on Vol 2, para 5.34
Environmental Statement Main Report – North Wales Prison
It is therefore not critical that a new Power Station be built in Wrexham
4. Emissions and Noise
Noise can be heard from the Industrial Estate from time to time and
particularly when the prevailing wind is evident which is quite common
in this area and there appears little reference to the expected noise
levels in the application.

Power Station Complex, is to be developed including
landscaping along the eastern boundary of the site. The
haulage company has a temporary licence to occupy
the former Owens Corning car park.

No change
required

Planning consent for Kingmoor Park South, the
proposed location of the Power Station Complex Site
was granted at appeal (Appeal Ref:
APP/H6955/A/09/2113258). Paragraph 64 of the appeal
decision, under the section ‘Formal Decisions’, says, ‘I
allow the appeal, and grant planning permission for
B2/B8 development and associated ecological……..’
The site is described in the ES (Document Reference:
6.2) as a partly greenfield and partly brownfield site. We
explain the former brownfield areas of the site and their
former use.

No change
required

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.
No change
required
SPEN owns and manages the electricity distribution
network for Wrexham. They are not a generator and
their comments are isolated to the network’s ability to
supply electricity in accordance with their statutory
obligations. The capacity of the network is not in doubt.
No change
required
Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
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Due to the prevailing wind being from the direction of the proposed
Power Station emissions are of great concern to ourselves and our
neighbours and neighbourhoods such as Isycoed and Ridley Wood
must have even greater concerns as they are even closer to the
proposed development and there is little information currently available
in the Application to allay any fears we may have.

With regards the construction design, the exterior finish and the height
and the diameter of the stacks are critical and yet as previously stated
details are sketchy.
5. Other Salient Points
The reference to the fact that 30 permanent and 800 construction jobs
will be created are we believed overstated are most that are created are
highly unlikely to come from the Local Community as the main
Contractor is likely to import experienced personnel from outside the
area or outside of daily travel.

will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.

No change
required

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.
The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).

No change
required

Described above in answer to Q1.
No change
required
The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.
The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
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To this end are we to be faced with large numbers of caravans being
housed on the site (as workers look to cut cost of accommodation when
working away from home) or even worse that they look for alternative
local locations for housing their temporary accommodation.
Having been employed in the construction industry for nearly all my
working life and in fact involved in similar projects to this, whenever
‘speed of construction’ is a key consideration of the Main Contractors
Tender this fear of ‘Itinerant Workers’ becomes common practice and
often ‘overlooked’ when granting Planning Permission.

economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.

No change
required

WPL will not permit the placement of caravans on its
site to house construction workers. It is usually the case
that workers not local to the site find hotel
accommodation or a bed and breakfast, rather than
temporary on-site accommodation. This would benefit
the local economy.

There is no consideration to this fact in the Proposal and is of great
concern in a Rural Community where there will always someone with
land ‘looking to earn a fast buck’ from a temporary situation without
seeking the appropriate Planning Permission
We trust our points are given full consideration before any further
decisions are made regarding this particular proposal, particularly when
we are already faced with considerable disruption for an extended
period once the Prison Construction is underway.

WEC007

Here at the Plassey, we have been a vociferous opponent of the
original 1200MW Gas Fired Power Station – in particular with regards to

No change
required
Due to the timing of any consent for the Scheme the
construction of the new North Wales Prison will have
been completed prior to the any construction works
commencing. WPL has considered the operation of the
prison along with the construction of the Scheme, within
the cumulative section of the ES (Document Reference:
6.2).
Comment noted.

No change
required
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the potential of 47m high 400kV pylons that would have been
devastating for the environment and businesses.
You will no doubt be aware that The Plassey, a nationally recognised
multi-award winning leisure park that we have built up over several
decades, would have been adversely affected with real damage to not
just our own but also a number of businesses located on our premises,
and a significant negative impact on tourism and employment within the
Wrexham area as a whole.

Comment noted

No change
required

Therefore I have cautiously welcomed the shelving of the proposal of
the 47m high pylons, the downgrading of the Power Station to 299MW,
and that electricity would be exported into the Scottish Power 132kV
system.

Comment noted.

No change
required

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).

No change
required

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant

No change
required

However having read the WEC pamphlet and attended the Is Y Coed
public formal consultation event on 21st July 2014 (speaking to a
number of representatives from WPL including Daniel Chapman at the
exhibition), I do have the following issues that greatly concern myself
and over 20 businesses at The Plassey:1. The lack of information regarding the necessary work by Scottish
Power to upgrade their existing 132kV system
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time.
No change
required

2. The contradiction in the doubts expressed by Scottish Power in their
submission to the Planning Inspectorate in May 2014, and the
information given by WPL on their website and the public formal
consultation events.

WPL can confirm that its ES has cumulatively assessed
the anticipated Electrical Connection together with the
Scheme and other relevant developments (Document
reference: 6.2).

Due to the uncertainty of the Electrical Connection, I feel strongly that
there has been inadequate consultation given with the potential for
people to have been ‘mis-informed’ if Scottish Power end up having to
make upgrades to the network that is outside ‘permitted development
rights.’

Discussions with SPEN on the Electrical Connection
have been ongoing throughout the pre-submission
process including prior to the non-statutory and
statutory consultation. Whilst SPEN provided some
comments in the Scoping Opinion it is the Grid
Connection Statement (Document reference: 8.1) which
explains the anticipated requirements for the Electrical
Connection. It also explains where WPL is in the
process regarding securing an Electrical Connection for
the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for an
electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.

Given the previous history with how WPL have handled the original
proposals for the Power Station, and the manner in which they handled
the informal consultation with interested parties including landowners,
business and local communities, the need for full information and
consultation is more apparent than ever.

Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it undertook, in
2012 a non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. In 2014, WPL
undertook Statutory Consultation including compliance
with the commitments that it made in the published
SoCC. As such, WPL considers its consultation have
complied with the PA2008 requirements.

No change
required

I am surprised that the consultation that has been carried out, the extent
of which was agreed with the Local Authority, excluded the wider
community that could be affected should Scottish Power need to carry
out more extensive work than has been indicated. I would like to know
whether WCBC was informed when they agreed what consultation was
necessary, of the content of the Scottish Power submission in May,
either by Wrexham Power or the Planning Inspectorate themselves. If
not, I have considerable reason to be concerned. By copy of this to
Susan Jones MP I request that she advise as to whether the

As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required

As stated, paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear
that power stations and their electrical connections are
not required to be consented at the same time (for
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consultation process has been appropriate.

example this was the approach taken for the Hinkley
Point C Nuclear Power Station and its electrical
connection).
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).

WEC008

As residents of Is y Coed we should like to make our concerns known
re the above.

Comment noted

No change
required

We feel that we already have a high degree of noise pollution from the
industrial estate and that the power station will increase this level. At
meetings we have been told that we will hear no noise from the station.
We find this hard to believe and feel that not enough information has
been given to allay these fears.

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.

No change
required

Emissions from the stacks are of major concern. We are a farming
community with farms producing animals and crops for the food chain.
Apart from our own health we are also concerned for the wider
community.

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

No change
required

The height of the stacks and their effect on the skyline is also of
concern.

The Landscape and visual chapter, chapter 10, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment
of potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape masterplan (Document reference: 2.9.1) has
been submitted as part of the Application. Additionally,
WPL has produced photomontages from viewpoints
agreed by WCBC and CWC. They can be found at

No change
required
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WEC Photographs and Photomontages (Document
reference 7.1).
The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the site to integrate it with adjacent industrial
estate structures and increase the distance from
Isycoed to the east.
As keen environmentalists we have had fitted solar panels and a solar
water heating system to help reduce carbon emissions. Wrexham
Council have been doing the same on all their Council houses. A gas
turbine power station does not fit with this thinking.

The site for the power station seems to have been chosen by a
speculative company (Wrexham Power) without due consideration as to
whether the site is the most suitable or whether Wrexham or North
Wales actually need this power. Why is it not being sited in the South of
England where more power is needed?

The urgent need for energy generation, including gas
fired generating stations, is explained in NPS EN-1, the
Gas Generation Strategy (DECC, 2012) and the
National Infrastructure Plan (HM Treasury, 2014).
WPL is the applicant for the Scheme and will be named
as the undertaker in the draft Order (Document
reference: 3.1). In order to construct and operate a
Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project, funding and
other issues will need to be carefully considered and
WPL is in no different position to any other project
promoter in this regard. WPL is committed to the
Scheme and to the local and national benefits that the
Scheme will bring including local employment.

No change
required

No change
required

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.
The site of the WEC was chosen for its proximity to both
the existing local electrical distribution network and a
spur of the gas NTS at Maelor Gas Works. The
Kingmoor Park South site represents an appropriate
site for the Scheme for these reasons and the existing
industrial planning consent and CHP potential.
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WEC009

Having attended your formal statutory consultation public exhibition in
Isycoed Village Hall on Monday 21st July 2014 and considered your
current proposal, I am writing to express my objects and concerns to be
considered under the formal consultation process.

Comment noted

No change
required

Firstly I cannot understand why a Wrexham site has been selected for
this development when we already have a large power station at
Connah’s Quay, within 20 miles of Wrexham. Also Wales currently has
about 10 power stations and other power initiatives which ensures that
not only North Wales, but the North West already has a significant
excess of supply over demand for electricity. I can therefore only
conclude that the power to be generated from this development will be
transmitted to the South & South East of England, where the need is
greater and also with stronger opposition to a power station. In these
circumstances I understand that a large amount of electricity is lost
during transmission, which I such a waste, so why not build nearer the
point of need and demand so that every part of the country takes
responsibility for their own area’s needs!

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No change
required

My second point of objection is based on noise levels. Myself and the
community, including our Cheshire neighbours, already encounter high
noise levels form the Industrial Estate which is very noticeable during
evenings and night time periods, and often can prevent or hinder many
a good night’s sleep!

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the ES (Document Reference 6.2). The
final design will need to comply with the figures used in
the assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.

No change
required

During your consultation process your representative advised me that
there would not be any noise levels emitted from the Energy Centre and
frankly I did not believe him! How could he know?

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

The Kellogg’s factory, just across the road from the proposed energy
Centre on the Industrial estate, has admitted that they cannot hear any
noise on site but it is evident 2 fields away from their factory, and they
have acknowledged this fact. The noise can also be heard throughout
the village and across from the rive Dee in the Cheshire countryside.
Thirdly a further concern is the lack of information on stack heights and

The stack height has been confirmed as up to 50m.

No change
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CO2 emission levels which will have an adverse impact on my family,
the community, including the local primary school and local farming, i.e.
emissions entering the food chain. This additional pollution will also
travel across the Cheshire Border (only a short distance away) to affect
the Cheshire Farming production. Existing pollution levels currently
seem to be impacting on local vegetation, particularly a variety of large
trees, which have died over the last few years. This development will
only add to CO2 emission levels when, in fact, we should be looking to
reduce them.

required
The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.
The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).

My fourth question concerns the lack of knowledge and information
available from your representative in connection with the upgrading and
height of existing power lines. I understand that Scottish Power will
need to upgrade their existing system so how is it possible to voice an
objection via the planning process if the relevant details are not
available? This is not a guessing game and factual information is very
important to people affected in this matter. Surely there should be a
delay in the formal consultation until we have the full facts about the
power lines and the work needed to be carried out, from Scottish
Power. Other residents within the Wrexham area may well find
themselves affected by major changes in power lines without the
relevant consultation.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required
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Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).

My fifth point covers the indication of jobs which your Preliminary
Environmental Information Report (ref page 18-point 6.5) states would
be created – up to 800 jobs during the peak of construction period with
30 permanent jobs during operation of the Wrexham Energy Centre.
Quite frankly I believe this to be an inflated and exaggerated figure
compared to the Hirwaun project with 200 construction jobs and 15
permanent roles, and I cannot foresee any major increase of indirect
employment as a result of the WEC. Also I would expect that some, if
not all-permanent jobs would need to be of a skilled and specialised in
nature, which could preclude local allocation.

WPL can confirm that its ES has cumulatively assessed
the anticipated Electrical Connection together with the
Scheme and other relevant developments (Document
reference: 6.2).
The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.

No change
required

The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
Hirwuan is a different project, albeit of the same rated
output, which will utilise different technology and have
different mitigation and cannot be compared with the
Scheme.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
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As to my sixth point I would like to express my disappointment that this
consultation process has taken place during the long school holiday
period, albeit for a 6-week period, and concludes over a Bank Holiday
weekend. I know of several village residents who are away for the full
holiday term and will not be in a position to partake and respond to the
formal consultation process within the stipulated time scale.

Finally there are many issues to be considered including increased
noise and traffic during construction, possibly within the same timescale
as construction traffic for the Prison. Many of the aspects for concern
and objection have already been identified and raised by the Isycoed
Community Council and WRAPS on behalf of the local community and I
agree with their views and support their objections.

I strongly feel that we have been and continue to be duped and misled
by your company and that you have no intention of running the
proposed power station. If planning is granted, my expectations are that
you will sell it on, take the money and move on to your next property
development. I shall wait and see!

local people who are employed to work on the
development.
The Statutory Consultation was undertaken between 14
July and 24 August 2014 which is a period longer than
the statutory minimum period specified in the PA2008.
The consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.

No change
required

No change
required

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
The Traffic and Transport chapter, of the ES (Document
reference: 6.2.) assesses the effects of constructing and
operating the WEC. Due to the timing of any consent for
the Scheme the construction of the new North Wales
Prison will have been completed prior to the any
construction works commencing. WPL has considered
the operation of this prison along with the construction
of the Scheme, within the cumulative section of the ES
(Document Reference 6.2).

No changes
required

WPL is the applicant for the Scheme and will be named
as the undertaker in the draft Order (Document
reference: 3.1). In order to construct and operate a
Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project, funding and
other issues will need to be carefully considered and
WPL is in no different position to any other project
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promoter in this regard. WPL is committed to the
Scheme and to the local and national benefits that the
Scheme will bring including local employment.
WEC010

As you may know there are great fears and anguish about the proposed
299MW combined cycle Turbine Station WREXHAM Industrial Estate
The Community Council feel the extent of the current formal
consultation is flawed and inappropriate. We all feel we have been
excluded from the current process because of your assumption that the
Electrical Connections can be made under the permitted development
rights

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
There is a general lack of detail within the documents to make informed
judgement on this proposal. There is a general lack of detail for
example. Statements outlining current landscape features little
information on the proposals to enhance the landscape. Its building
dimension are [illegible] the stack heights are estimates.

The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.

No change
required

An Illustrative Landscape and Ecological Mitigation plan
is included with the application (Document Reference
2.9.1) which shows how the site, in addition to the
Power Station Complex is to be developed including
landscaping along the eastern boundary of the site.
Serious consideration should have be [sic] given to locating the power
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station at the brown field site at the Maelor Gas Works and located
further from residents properties.

There is [sic] no proposals shown! For how the remaining site will be
used or if any landscaping will be undertaken on the Eastern Boundary
to help mitigate the development from the residents of Isycoed.

The North West has a significant excess of supply over demand for
electricity. Connah’s Quay in the neighbouring county of Flintshire is a
major source, it is not critical that the new power is built in Wrexham.

WPL do not consider the Maelor Gas Works site
suitable for the WEC, for a number of reasons:
•

Maelor Gas Works is an operational site owned
and operated by both National Grid and Wales
and West Utilities.

•

It is not allocated for development and does not
have the benefit of a planning consent for large
scale development.

•

The site, although close to the existing single
circuit overhead power line (installed in 1963),
is remote from the Marchwiel substation to
which WPL wish to connect the WEC due to it
having more than a single connection.

•

The site is remote from the WIE and does not
therefore have potential to provide CHP to the
WIE which is a requirement of NPS-EN1.

No changes
required

WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is explained in
chapter 3 of the ES (Document reference 6.2) and the
Planning Statement (Document reference 5.2).
As stated, an Illustrative Landscape and Ecological
Mitigation plan is included with the application
(Document Reference 2.9.1) which shows how the site,
in addition to the Power Station Complex is to be
developed including landscaping along the eastern
boundary of the site.

No changes
required

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning

No changed
required
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Whilst some information is contained within the PEIR it is felt that this is
insufficient to allay all our fears from residents. We already suffer from a
relatively high background noise levels from the industrial estate,
particularly during the summer months, also with the prevailing wind.
Noise attribution has always been a great issue...

....the stack heights and dimensions are also of great importance to all
of us in the community again it is felt that the stack heights given it is
assumed 50m height is a worst case scenario.

The community council are not convinced that the amount of
employment allegedly to be created (30 permanent and 800
construction) is realistic, when compared to other facilities of a similar
capacity. The figures appear to be overinflated by 100% when
compared with comparable facilities at [illegible] and it is felt that the
small number of jobs do not outweigh the adverse environmental affect
of the proposal. There is no mention of whether these are full time
equivalent jobs. By comparison, the proposal for a prison has released
that the creation of ‘local jobs’ in reality is defined as living within a 50
mile radius of the site, or an hour commuting time. Obviously the
construction jobs are short term and the project would undergo a
tending process, which would not necessarily employ local labour.

Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.
The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

No changed
required

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
The stack height has been confirmed as up to 50m.

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.

No changed
required

No changed
required

The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
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construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.
WEC011

Dear Sir/Madam,
Background/Context
We are in the process of moving into the area of Bowling Bank and
have made a considerable investment into our new home. Our eldest
son (4 years old) attends the local primary school, St Pauls VA School,
Isycoed and our youngest son (1 year old) will attend in due course.

Comment noted.

No changes
required

Is there a need for a new power station in the United Kingdom?

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No changes
required

As explained in the Planning Statement (Document
reference: 5.2) that accompanies the Application,
National Policy Statements confirm the urgent national
need for new gas and renewable energy generation
capacity in tandem.

No changes
required

Final electricity demand fell slightly in 2012 and remains well below prerecession levels. The data shows that industrial demand fell by over 4%
in 2012. On the generation side, it was higher in 2012 than in any year
since 2006.
Environment Issues
The government has made a commitment to reducing CO2 emission
and to this end has introduced ‘carbon budgets’. By building this power
station CO2 emissions will increase. At a local level Wrexham Council
have made it a ‘council priority’ to reduce carbon emissions and energy
use – a power station does not fit with this ethos.

The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).
Carbon Capture and Storage
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Wrexham Power have made no commitment to this as they do not have
to under legislation, however we believe they should. Technology will
be in place by 2025 to allow companies to capture and store CO2. If the
plan is to go ahead then it should be part of the conditions that
Wrexham Power should capture CO2 rather than add to the negative
environmental impact. They should take responsibility for the byproducts they produce.

WPL will comply with relevant Government legislation
and policy, including that which relates to carbon
capture and storage.

No changes
required

The power station will be emitting CO2 (we appreciate it will be within
the legal limits) it is in very close proximity to a primary school and preschool nursery (Redbrook). Wind circulation could cause the emissions
to pushed to ground level of which children could inhale.

In relation to the school referred to, Effects on air quality
and emissions from the WEC are considered in the Air
quality chapter, chapter 8, of the ES (Document
reference: 6.2). None of the air quality objectives for
human health or ecology will be exceeded as a result of
the stack emissions. On that basis the effect of stack
emissions is considered to be not significant. Air quality
assessments and mitigation measures are described in
the ES.

No changes
required

Local Impact
Within a five mile radius there are three children’s nurseries and three
primary schools (Isycoed, Holt and Farndon), we appreciate it is an
industrial estate however the impact of the power station will be huge
(emissions, disturbance, visually). The power station will have a
particular visual impact on St Paul’s School which a traditional country
church school. Parents may decide to take their children elsewhere and
this would have a negative impact on the local community.

The Landscape and visual chapter, chapter 10, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment
of potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape masterplan (Document reference: 2.9.1) has
been submitted as part of the Application.

No changes
required

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.
Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
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described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the site to integrate it with adjacent industrial
estate structures and increase the distance from
Isycoed to the east.
House prices will be devalued and properties difficult to sell as a result
of the power station. People have bought properties knowing the
industrial estate is there e.g. JCB, Kellogg’s however a power station is
completely different it is not a manufacturing plant with low levels
building or a food factory which has been there for decades it is
monstrosity that omits pollution – who want to buy a house by that?

The conclusions of the ES demonstrate that there would
be no likely significant effects on any residential
receptors associated with the construction, operation
and decommissioning of the Scheme.

No changes
required

Location
We appreciate that the site proposed is within Wrexham Industrial
Estate boundaries however it must be recognized that it is on the
extremity and is surrounded by open country side on two borders. It will
be without doubt the highest structure and the most imposing – yet it
will be on the edge and have therefore have the most impact. It is also
worth noting that planning regulations are extremely robust in open
countryside (the proposed site is two very small fields away from open
farm land). Is there another location in the heart of the estate (consider
redundant buildings as well as brown field sites)?

WPL selected the WIE as the location for the WEC as it
is located close to a spur of the national gas distribution
network, located at Maelor Gas Works, approximately
2.5 km from the Power Station Complex Site.

No changes
required

The Power Station is not in keeping within Wrexham Industrial Estate
for TWO reasons. Firstly the structure is higher – buildings and
obviously the imposing stacks. Currently Wrexham industrial estate is
fairly low level. Secondly Wrexham Industrial does not contain heavy
industry it is mainly tertiary and commercial enterprises. The Power
Station would add a different dimension to the industrial esate that

In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
There are no other sites on the WIE that can
accommodate the Power Station Complex, the
landscaping and ecological mitigation and the
construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.
WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is explained in
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would add no benefits to anyone.
Power stations should sited on heavily industrialised land e.g. quarries,
mining sites e.g. Corby Power Station

chapter 3, Site selection, alternatives and design
evolution, of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) and the
Planning Statement (Document reference: 5.2).

Economics
The glossy brochure states that thirty highly skilled local jobs will be
created. It must be noted that this is not a condition of planning. Is this a
positive estimate and is it the likelihood that less than thirty highly
skilled jobs will be created?

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC.

No changes
required

To produce the electricity natural gas will be generally imported and
used to power the turbines which in turn produce electric. Let there be
no doubt that this electricity will feed into the national grid and be
distributed accordingly – with no extra benefit to the local community
and Wrexham Industrial Estate (WIE).

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No change
required

There is no written evidence provide to suggest that the WIE
experience electrical spiking (power loss/surge) which affects their
business and prevents new business setting up in Wrexham.

The interruptions in supply have been reported to WPL
by a number of businesses. There are a number of
failures in the form of voltage drops, frequency issues
and short-term outages. These affect different
businesses in different ways although any outage can
have a significant effect on many businesses on the
estate. Additionally, on 23 October 2013, as reported in
local media, the WIE experienced a complete loss of
power.

No change
required

Wrexham Power are promoting that the power station will ‘provide
discounted power and heat to WIE’. This statement should be treated
with caution as yes, the power station could a will produce heat as a byproduct but a company, e.g. Kellogg’s to take advantage infrastructure
would have to be put in place at a cost to Kellogg’s. Obviously risk
assessments would have to take place to assess the feasibility of such
an undertaking.

The Scheme incorporates the potential for a heat
network interface building from which it would be
feasible to process and supply heat to commercial uses
elsewhere within the WIE and makes the proposal CHP
Ready. An Energy Survey was prepared and circulated
to occupiers on the WIE to determine how they use
energy, and whether there are users which could
benefit from waste heat from the WEC. The survey

No changes
required
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results identified the need. The exact nature of any heat
network would be subject to viability, commercial
discussions, additional consultation and planning
consents.
Early indications on the feasibility of employing CHP are
therefore favourable but further study is required to
confirm its technical and economic potential. This is
explained in further detail in the Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2).
Wrexham Power Station want to produce electricity, do they have a
license and capability to sell and distribute power in order to give a
discount?

WPL, as operator of the Power Station Complex will
require a licence under s6 of the Electricity Act 1989.
Please see the Other Consents and Licences document
(Document Reference 5.6) for more detail.

No change
required

Business may chose to leave Wrexham Industrial Estate due to the
power station e.g. Parents could chose [sic] to take there [sic] children
from the local pre-school nurseries and cause the business to cease
and therefore loss of jobs.

WPL has not received any representations from
businesses on the WIE suggesting that this is the case.

No change
required

The Landscape and visual chapter, chapter 10, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment
of potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape masterplan (Document reference: 2.9.1) has
been submitted as part of the Application.

No change
required

Building
The technical drawings give the height of the two stacks at a maximum
of 50m by 6 ½ m. This is not in keeping with any other building on the
estate – they are taller and wider.

The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the Power Station Complex Site to integrate it
with adjacent industrial estate structures and increase
the distance from Isycoed to the east.

Noise Level
We would like a guarantee that the power station will be noise free once

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise

No change
required
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operational

but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings,
Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the ES (Document Reference 6.2). The
final design will need to comply with the figures used in
the assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.

Section 106
Wrexham Power Limited has shown no commitment beyond statutory
requirement to the local community. This is an indicator that speculative
profit is driving this forward rather than local need.
Misinformed by Wrexham Power Limited
As local residents we feel that Wrexham Power Limited have
misinformed us. We wonder whether they have misled the local council
and planning inspectorate also. Examples of mis-information include:
At the consultation meeting we were told that the power station would
be silent, after conversations with an expert in power stations it seems
that this is far from true. This noise will disturb wildlife and residents.
According to Wrexham Power Limited the connection to the main
electric source (Scottish Power) is easy to do and will cause no
inconvenience – having spoken with Scottish Power it seems that is far
from the case. Major disruption will be caused across the locality. These
communities should have been part of the consultation process.

Requirement 14 (local economic benefit) in the draft
Order (Document reference 3.1) secures WPL’s
commitments to the local community and economy.

No changes
required

As stated above, noise assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES (Document
Reference 6.2). The final design will need to comply
with the figures used in the assessment and will be
provided for in the environmental permit for the Power
Station Complex.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No changes
required

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
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Power Station and its electrical connection).
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).

Summary
• The area does not need more electric. Connah’s Quay power station
produces enough electricity for half of Wales (less than 20 miles away).
• The power station is visually poor to look at as landscaping cannot
cover the height of the buildings/stacks.
• Increased CO2 emissions in the area as Wrexham Power Limited are
not prepared to invest in carbon capture and storage technology.
Legislation allows them not to due the output being below 300MWe
• Noise levels when plant is operations.
• Property will be devalued.
• No benefit to local area compared to a manufacturing factory.

Please see the above responses.

No changes
required

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements considered in the Planning
Statement (Document Reference 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No changes
required

Below is a list of questions that we have sent to Wrexham Power as
Part of Their Consultation.
Questions
1. North Wales has numerous core power stations:
Wylfa – Nuclear
Connah’s Quay – Gas
Deeside – Gas
Dinorwig – Hydroelectric
Ffestiniog – Hydroelectric
The total output of those names is approximately 4948MWe (4.9 GWe).
Please note there are additional secondary power stations (wind power)
in addition to those listed above. North East Wales on its own produces
1880 MWe. Wales already produces more power than it uses and is a
net exporter of energy (2). This leads to us asking is there need for
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another power station in North Wales?
2. Will Wrexham Power Limited carbon capture all emission, even
though it is the intention to operate the power station under the 300
MWe threshold

WPL will comply with relevant Government legislation
and policy, including that which relates to carbon
capture and storage. As the Power Station Complex
has a rated output of less than 300MW the capture of
carbon is not required.

No change
required

3. House values will drop as a result of the power station (evidence
available if required) what will you do to compensate homeowners?
People will be deterred from moving into the area.

The conclusions of the ES demonstrate that there would
be no likely significant effects on any residential
receptors associated with the construction, operation
and decommissioning of the Scheme.

No change
required

4. Do you deem it possible that other business may chose to relocate
from Wrexham Industrial Estate because of the CO2 emissions?
Business may also choose not to come to Wrexham Industrial Estate
due to the power station.

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). This concludes that all
residential, commercial and industrial properties and
ecological receptors are likely to remain unaffected by
dust throughout the construction period. There are
many examples of power station developments across
the UK that co-exist with employment activities.

No change
required

5. How do you rationalize the possible closure of business (loss of jobs)
by operating a power station within the Industrial Estate? For example
the closure of pre-school nurseries due to parental concern for their
children.

As noted above, WPL is not aware of any business in
the vicinity that would leave the area as a result of the
Scheme nor businesses that would avoid the WIE as a
result of the WEC. The air quality chapter of the ES
(Document Reference 6.2) assesses the impacts, as
described above.

6. Can you provide evidence that existing companies are interested in
buying ‘heat’ and also that they are fully aware they will need to pay for
infrastructure to get this heat?

The Scheme incorporates the potential for a heat
network interface building from which it would be
feasible to process and supply heat to commercial uses
elsewhere within the WIE and makes the proposal CHP
Ready. An Energy Survey was prepared and circulated
to occupiers on the WIE to determine how they use
energy, and whether there are users which could

No change
required
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benefit from waste heat from the WEC. The survey
results identified the need. The exact nature of any heat
network would be subject to viability, commercial
discussions, additional consultation and planning
consents. This would be undertaken if the Order is
made.

7. To operate the power station water is required. Do you intend to use
to mains water (Dee Valley Ltd)? If yes is there any evidence to show
that the present mains water infrastructure can provide and sustain
Wrexham Power Limited without having any impact on anyone?

Effects on water from the WEC are considered in the
water environment chapter (Document reference: 6.2).
Please also see the Other Consents and Licences
document (Document Reference 5.6) for more detail on
consents required. The Scheme does not require a
constant supply of water as the cooling system is a
closed loop, as described in the proposed development
chapter of the ES (Document Reference 6.2). The
make-up water for the water treatment plant will be
provided by the local water supply company, Dee Valley
Water.

No change
required

8. North East Wrexham is densely populated (The Golbourne Estate
and The Fairways Estate). The height at the top of the stacks will
approximately be 83 m above sea level; The Golbourne and The
Fairways Estate are approximately 79m above sea level. The distance
between the Power Station and the two estates is approximately two
miles. Will CO2 emissions directly pollute the atmosphere of thousands
of homes? In addition to these questions, have/will Wrexham Power
Limited consult these homes?

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

No change
required

The estates referred to are located outside of WPL's
Consultation Zone, which was agreed with WCBC.
9. If Wrexham Power Limited gained approval for the proposed power
station, what is the planned use for the construction laydown area (as
appears on published site plan) and also the remainder of the land
within the site boundary?

An illustrative landscape and ecological mitigation
master plan (Document reference: 2.9.1) has been
submitted as part of the Application. This shows the use
of the various parts of the Power Station Complex Site.

No change
required
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Any land not required by the WEC during operation is
unallocated.
No. Only one Gas Pipeline is proposed.

No change
required

I feel that the consultation process has been flawed for a scheme of
such environmental significance. The informal consultation process
which was to include the distribution of information leaflets to all
properties within the locality did not take place and the majority of
residents living in fairly close proximity of the site did not receive them.

Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it consulted in
2012 in non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. The Statutory
Consultation was undertaken between 14 July and 24
August 2014 which is a period longer than the statutory
minimum period specified in the PA2008. The
consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.

No changes
required

I was present at a meeting in May of this year when WPL announced to
County Councillors that they had scaled down their proposal. They also
stated that with some minor modifications (probably as permitted
development) the existing power line could be utilised and there would
be no need to erect the large pylons, which were the main concern of
some communities. I think it is fair to say that Wrexham County
Borough Council accepted these comments in good faith. As a result,
the formal consultation process was based on this assumption and as a

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will

No changes
required

10. Are two gas lines being piped to the site of the proposed
development by Wrexham Power Limited? If yes, why?

WEC012

Yours faithfully,
Dear Sirs,
Proposed 299MWe Combined Cycle Gas Turbine Power Station –
Wrexham Industrial Estate
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result many of the communities who had previously expressed an
interest were omitted from the consultation process. Whilst some public
exhibitions have been held, only those communities immediately
surrounding the site have been formally consulted. Recent
communications from Scottish Power Energy have cast doubt on the
utilization of the existing power in its present form and this crucial
element may be unachievable. As many of the communities specifically
affected by the power line have been omitted from the consultation
process the procedure is far from comprehensive or meaningful.

consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

Whilst there may be some possible provision to submit a separate
application for the grid connection under the Electricity Act, this
rationale was not applied at the informal consultation state and so your
methodology of consultation is not consistent.

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).

The site selection process has not been reconsidered in light of the
reduced proposal and the need for less land. The proposed site has a
complex history along with the neighbouring site to the North. Contrary
to the Unitary Development Plan Policy EC3, it is a matter of fact that
both have planning approval which was granted on appeal for
warehousing/distribution. The proposal site was granted consent in May
2010 (APP/H6955/A/09/2113258). At that time it was claimed that the
land was required for TDG Haulage (subsequently North
Dentressangle) as they occupied a site within the industrial estate along
side the appeal site and had expressed a firm interest to expand and
adjoin the two sites with an internal roadway. This clearly influenced the
Inspector as reference is made within his appeal decision at paras. 4, 5,
48 and 49. He dismissed the appeal to develop on the land to the North.
Shortly after the appeal decision was known, Kingmoor Park, as
landowners, offered an option on the site to WPL for the power station
proposal. They subsequently resubmitted an application to develop the
land to the North using the same argument that it was required for the
expansion of the existing haulage company. This was granted on
appeal in June 2013 (APP/H6955/A/12/2188910). Whilst the Inspector
gave this fact significant weight (paras 5, 6, 22, 23, 28 and 46) in

WPL selected the WIE as the location for the WEC as it
is located close to a spur of the national gas distribution
network, located at Maelor Gas Works, approximately
2.5 km from the Power Station Complex Site.

No changes
required

In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is explained in
chapter 3 of the ES (Document reference 6.2) and the
Planning Statement (Document reference 5.2).
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accordance with planning practice, it was not made the subject of
personal permissions.
Whilst this information is not directly relevant to WPL’s proposal, it is
important to note that both of these decisions were for significant
developments but neither have the same visual impact as WPL’s
proposals. Given the reduction in scale of the power station, I feel that
alternative sites should have been considered or explored.
Notwithstanding the land available in less prominent locations within the
industrials estate no consideration has been given to land at the former
Maelor Gas Works site which is to be the source of the gas feed. This
location has previously been developed for industrial processes and is
therefore a brownfield site. It is located further away from residential
property and visually the site would be less intrusive. There would be an
added advantage (from an environmental and cost stance) of not
having to run a gas feed over 3km through agricultural land to the
current proposed site. There does not appear to be any sequential
testing of alternative sites for example of previously used power station
sites or areas of high heavy industrial uses. Location at Wrexham is
clearly not critical as the energy produced will feed into the National
Grid. Scottish Power are on record as stating that the supply to the
Industrial Estate is adequate but may need some upgrading which is
contrary to your claim that you will be safeguarding the supply to the
Industrial Estate.

There appears to be a significant lack of details at the consultation
stage. There are no landscaping proposals to mitigate the development
from the properties located on the B5130 at Isycoed. When questioned

The proposed output of the Wrexham Energy Centre
has reduced from up to 1,200 MWe to up to 299 MWe.
The footprint of the Power Station Complex doesn’t
reduce by the same amount. There are no other sites
on the WIE that can accommodate the Power Station
Complex, the landscaping and ecological mitigation and
the construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.

No changes
required

WPL do not consider the Maelor Gas Works site
suitable for the WEC, for a number of reasons:
•

Maelor Gas Works is an operational site owned
and operated by both National Grid and Wales
and West Utilities.

•

It is not allocated for development and does not
have the benefit of a planning consent for large
scale development.

•

The site, although close to the existing single
circuit overhead power line (installed in 1963),
is remote from the Marchwiel substation to
which WPL wish to connect the WEC due to it
having more than a single connection.

•

The site is remote from the WIE and does not
therefore have potential to provide CHP to the
WIE which is a requirement of NPS-EN1.

The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of

No changes
required
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at the recent public exhibition, I was told that there were no landscaping
proposals at present for the land to the East of the site (the land to the
North has a band of trees which are the subject of a blanket TPO). It is
clear from the attached letter dated April @013 that there is an intention
to provide an internal connecting road to service the land to the North.
This is not shown on any proposals maps and does not demonstrate if
this would have an effect on the ecological mitigation land and how it
would impact the community. Similarly there are no details regarding
the colour of the cladding of the buildings or the height of the stack
which is obviously a contentious and critical issue because of its visual
prominence. Presumably the final height will be determined by air
quality and dispersion modelling however this information should be
available at the outset so that the community can fully assess the
proposal and not be fed information piecemeal.

I am not convinced that the employment opportunities claimed as a
result of the proposal will outweigh the detrimental impact of the
development on such a sensitive location.

WEC013

potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape masterplan (Document reference: 2.9.1) has
been submitted as part of the Application. The master
plan does not rely on the land potentially required for
the internal connecting road between the existing
Norbert Dentressangle and Kingmoor Park Road North.
The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the site to integrate it with adjacent industrial
estate structures and increase the distance from
Isycoed to the east.
The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.

No changes
required

As a member of Isycoed Community Council, I also support their
submission in response to the consultation process.

Comment noted.

No changes
required

I am writing in response to the publication from Wrexham power and the

Comment noted.

No changes
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required

consultation meeting which left me feeling under-informed.
As one of the opponents to the original plans and a challenger of the
initial consultation process, I was eager to gain more information about
the proposals.

Comment noted.

No changes
required

I was actually pleased to hear of the plans for a smaller power station
meaning, we are led to believe, fewer adaptations to the current pylon
structures needing only to carry 299 MWe rather than the original
1200MW. However, I attended the consultation meeting expecting to be
advised as to the actual pylon structure and size that would be
necessary for the scheme. I was therefore disappointed and dissatisfied
to hear that, to all intents and purposes we, as a community, could end
up with any size or style of pylon, according to the requirements of
Scottish Power. To me this came across as an element of ‘pass the
buck’.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No changes
required

I do not honestly feel that I can agree with the proposal as it was
delivered at the consultation meeting as we were not being consulted
on the final proposals. Neither do I feel that the project should be
considered by the Planning Inspectorate until all relevant information
and facts are confirmed and available to all. What guarantees do we
have that, once the project is passed by the Planning Inspectorate,
Scottish Power decide that larger pylons are needed, contrary to all that
we have been led to believe to date?

PINS can assess WPL's Application separately.

I look forward to hearing from you that, prior to a formal submission
being made to the Planning Inspectorate, confirmation has been
received from Scottish Power that the pylons will remain at the size of
the current structures to carry the 299MW as opposed to the 1200MW
originally proposed.

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).

Your sincerely,
WEC014

Dear Sir/Madam,
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I wish to register my objection to the new proposal of Wrexham Power
Ltd to build a power station on Wrexham Industrial Estate.

Comment noted

No changes
required

Their presentation was still suggesting that Wrexham needed a secure
power source whereas North Wales as a whole is an exporter of power
and Connah’s Quay Power Station only 12 miles away is an exporter of
surplus power.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No changes
required

There is no indication in the revised plans as to whether new pylon lines
would be necessary for the exporting of power and therefore it is
unknown what impact the development will have on the surrounding
areas with regards to the environment, ecology and visual impact and
therefore tourism on which the rural area relies quite heavily.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No changes
required

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
There were no clear proposals to supply heat to the industrial units on
the estate which would lower costs to businesses and achieve high
efficiency in the burning of gas and make significant reduction to the
amount of emissions and pollution.

The Scheme incorporates the potential for a heat
network interface building from which it would be
feasible to process and supply heat to commercial uses
elsewhere within the WIE and makes the proposal CHP
Ready. An Energy Survey was prepared and circulated
to occupiers on the WIE to determine how they use
energy, and whether there are users which could
benefit from waste heat from the WEC. The survey
results identified the need. The exact nature of any heat
network would be subject to viability, commercial

No changes
required
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discussions, additional consultation and planning
consents.
Early indications on the feasibility of employing CHP are
therefore favourable but further study is required to
confirm its technical and economic potential. This is
explained in further detail in the Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2).
Pollutions would be a significant concern for communities to the East of
the development.

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

No changes
required

The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).
The proposal will not in the long term (after the construction stage)
provide a significant number of jobs for the Wrexham area, which a
more suitable development would be able to do. Their claim of 800
construction jobs was only 150-200 on a comparable 299MW
development and similarly their claim of 30 permanent jobs being only
15 and their claim of a 300m investment being just 200m.

The socio-economic chapter in the ES (Document
Reference 6.2) provides assessment of the job creation
related to the WEC. 495 peak construction jobs for the
Power Station Complex site and 20 construction jobs for
the Gas Connection has been estimated having
obtained information from EPC contractors for similar
CCGT power station development together with
professional judgement.

No changes
required

The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
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economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.
The visual impact of the power station to local communities was
misleading in their recent presentation with the use of computer
graphics and mature trees in full leaf.

WPL has produced photomontages from viewpoints
agreed by WCBC and CWC. They can be found at
Photomontages and Photographs of the WEC
(Document reference 7.1). These photomontages have
been produced showing summer and winter foliage.

No changes
required

The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape and ecological mitigation masterplan
(Document reference: 2.9.1) has been submitted as part
of the Application.
In their past dealings with the communities and individuals they have
been unable to supply clear facts and hedge round issues and are not
experienced in this type of development.

As part of its non-statutory consultation, WPL engaged
at a very early stage in the design stage to allow
feedback to be taken on board (as it has been). At the
statutory consultation stage WPL published a detailed
PEIR, an English and Welsh version of a supporting
Non-technical summary, a summary booklet and
support redline boundary plans. As such, WPL
considers that it has provided as much detail as
possible whilst also balancing this with consulting early
enough in the design process of the scheme to allow
feedback to be taken onboard.

No changes
required

Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it consulted in
2012 in non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
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Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. The Statutory
Consultation was undertaken between 14 July and 24
August 2014 which is a period longer than the statutory
minimum period specified in the PA2008. The
consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.
WEC015

Sir,
Having considered the documentation that has been issued on this
subject both my wife and I feel that the following points need to be
taken into account as part of the formal consultation process.

1. Communities which have been excluded
It is apparent that WPL have excluded a significant number of
communities form the consultation process, on the basis that the work
can be carried out under ‘Permitted Development Rights’ which is an
assumption that Scottish Power have disputed. As such we consider
the current process to be flawed.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No changes
required

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).
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WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).

No changes
required

2. ‘Improved Power Supply ‘
WPL claim that this power station is needed to ‘improve the power
supply to the Industrial Estate and reduce the area’s reliance on
imported energy.’ This statement is emphatically wrong and is not
supported by Scottish Power. There is no shortage of power in North
Wales! The fact that the current proposal has reduced the size of the
proposed power station from 1200 Mw to 229Mw clearly suggests that
the reason this power station is being proposed has absolutely nothing
to do with security of supply.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

3. Why Wrexham Industrial Estate?
As there is no shortage of power within North Wales any increase in
supply needs to centred around existing sites such as the power station
at Connah’s Quay and Widnes.

The site of the WEC was chosen for its proximity to both
the existing local electrical distribution network and a
spur of the gas NTS at Maelor Gas Works. The
Kingmoor Park South site represents an appropriate
site for the Scheme for these reasons and the existing
industrial planning consent and CHP potential.

No changes
required

There are no other sites on the WIE that can
accommodate the Power Station Complex, the
landscaping and ecological mitigation and the

No changes
required

If funds are available to invest in additional power stations then it would
make more sense to site these in the South of England where additional
supply is required.

WPL is not making a comment about the level of
generation in the wider North Wales area. Wrexham
and the WIE imports electricity from the Legacy Grid
Supply Point. Wrexham is a net importer of electricity
even after taking account the embedded renewable
generation in the general Wrexham area.

To meet the need for additional power through the construction of
numerous small power stations dotted randomly about the country
makes no sense at all and will make managing the national network
more difficult in the future
As such we feel that the proposed construction of a power station on
the Wrexham Industrial Estate is ill thought out and entirely profit driven,
as it provides no benefits at all for the local area.

465

4. Why the Kingmoor site within Wrexham Industrial Estate?
Even if such a power station were to be built on the Wrexham Industrial
Estate we would question the use of the Kingmoor site, which is on the
edge of the Estate, and as such it borders on green belt land and is
very close to a local primary school. As such the proposed power
station would have a major impact on an otherwise rural area which is
made up of prime dairy and arable land

construction laydown area and retains the potential to
connect to the NTS, Marchwiel substation.

Other sites are available on the Estate which are closer to the required
source of gas and would have significantly less impact on local
communities.

WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is explained in
chapter 3 of the ES (Document reference 6.2) and the
Planning Statement (Document reference 5.2).

5. Environmental issues
We are concerned that the levels of noise would be highly intrusive to
such a rural setting and in particular it would affect the primary school
on land adjacent to the Kingmoor site.
We are also concerned that the proposal does not detail the size of the
building and its related coolers.

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings,
mitigating the affect on the primary school.

In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.

No changes
required

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.
Maximum building dimensions for each of the
components of the Power Station Complex, which were
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used for the assessments, and drawings were
presented in the Preliminary Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) and the Non-Technical Summary (PEIRNTS). Within the PEIR we presented photomontages
without mitigation to inform the community and to
encourage feedback which could be considered in
designing and preparing the landscape and mitigation
plans for submission.

6. Jobs
The number of proposed jobs which will be created is totally fictitious.
Construction work will be done under contract where teams of
experienced workers will arrive from around the country. The number
who will be recruited locally will be small, temporary by nature and have
no impact on the local economy.
As for those jobs relating to the ongoing operation of the plant, these
will be highly skilled jobs and will be filled with experienced staff from
around the UK, if not Europe.
Hence we feel that the numbers of jobs stated in the proposal has no
basis in reality and as such the impact of this small power station on the
economy of Wrexham will be irrelevant.

WPL's design evolution has followed an iterative design
process which has influenced the shape and scale of its
project. It consulted at an early stage in the scheme
design in order to allow feedback to influence that
design. Therefore, by necessity, design parameters
were not fixed.
The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.

No changes
required

The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
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local people who are employed to work on the
development.
WEC016

Within the consultation period I wish to object to the Wrexham
Energy/Power Plan projected for Wrexham.
It will cause yet more disruption to our land when pylons are
rewired/replyoned.

Comment noted.

No changes
required

Regardless of this proposal, underground cables,
overhead lines, pylons and other support structures
have a finite life. Part of the existing electrical network
date back to the 1950s.

No changes
required

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

WEC017

A wood fired power station same as Connah’s Quay is CO2 neutral as
an abundance of waste wood is available. It is a paid in feedstock. CO2
could be fed through greenhouses. Built H.M.P. Wrexham =
productivity. CO2 sequestration=MWe GREEN

WEC018

• Thank you for sharing info on the project in detail
• I appreciate your desire to keep people ‘on board’ as it were
HOWEVER
I notice that gas is the key source of energy for producing electricity +
while I applaud the practical reality of it being adjacent (caution) but
surely we should be looking for alternative sources of energy –

Comment noted

No changes
required

Comment noted

No changes
required

As explained in the Planning Statement (Document
reference: 5.2) that accompanies the Application,

No changes
required
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renewable sources – why can’t we use natural energy sources. Yes it
will take time money + research to develop these – but I firmly believe
this is the way forward – ultimately there is a limit to natural gas - + I do
not want fracking as a solution!
With gratitude for your attention.

National Policy Statements confirm the urgent national
need for new gas and renewable energy generation
capacity in tandem.
WPL is not proposing 'fracking' as part of the WEC
proposal.

No changes
required

WEC019
We were unable to attend the exhibition events w/c 21/7/2014. Our
biggest concern is whether pylons are involved + which way access to
the site driving construction will be via.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No changes
required

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
The Traffic and Transport chapter, chapter 7, of the ES
(Document reference: 6.2.) assesses the effects of
constructing the WEC.
The traffic and transport management, including vehicle
routing during construction will be managed by a CTMP
which is a DCO requirement.
The Power Station Complex of the WEC site is reached
from Bryn Lane on the Wrexham Industrial Estate. The
estate is well served by highways connections,

469

including the recently opened Wrexham Industrial
Estate Northern Access Road that connects Bryn Lane
to the A534 and improvements to the southern access
to the industrial estate.
Access to the Power Station Complex would be gained
via an existing junction with Bryn Lane.
The access arrangements for the construction,
operation and maintenance of the Gas Connection will
be provided from the south east corner of the WEC’s
Power Station Complex site, from the north and south
sides of Oak Road and from the Maelor Gas Works
access track.
WEC020

WEC021

I have no objections to this at all; I think it is a great idea.

Dear Sirs - as you can see I replied some time ago with my strong
objections to the proposed power station. These still stand. We need to
diminish NOT increase greenhouse gas emissions and protect
vulnerable eco systems. The atmosphere has no boundaries and
further compromising climactic balance could be fatal for all of us. If
there are other sources emitting toxic waste into the atmosphere on the
Wrexham Industrial Estate then they should be closed down - not
added to - as if two wrongs would make it right!

WPL welcomes and notes support for the project.

No changes
required

Comment noted

No changes
required

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.
The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).
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Physically it will only be a blot on the green landscape.

The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape masterplan (Document reference: 2.9.1) has
been submitted as part of the Application.

No changes
required

The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the site to integrate it with adjacent industrial
estate structures and increase the distance from
Isycoed to the east.
I pay my rates and taxes and I have lived in Holt for over 40 years in a
rural community. We need to be looking at harnessing the suns energy
not plundering the limited resources of the earth for short-term gains. I
had a reply from Abbas Raza (ref below) but I was not impressed by his
argument. Nothing could persuade me that the benefits outweigh the
consequences. How many times do I have to say it - PLEASE DO NOT
BUILD IT.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

BLANK EMAIL

Acknowledged.

I am writing as a resident who lives on Francis Lane Holt and who will
be directly impacted by the proposed development. Whilst I appreciate
there could be demand for power in the UK, and I could be criticised of
NIMBYism, I am extremely opposed to this proposal.

Comment noted

Whilst I appreciate there has been some restraint in the scale of the
development, I still believe this proposal is unwarranted. I believe the
scale and impact of this proposal far outweighs any benefits. Most of
the power will be attached to the grid which will not directly benefit

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies

No changes
required

Additionally, the urgent need for energy generation,
including gas fired generating stations, is explained in
NPS EN-1, the Gas Generation Strategy (DECC, 2012)
and the National Infrastructure Plan (HM Treasury,
2014).

WEC022

WEC023
as cross
referenced
with
WEC062

No changes
required
No changes
required

No changes
required
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Wrexham Industrial Estate or the surrounding population.

the Application.

...and the additional FTE jobs potentially available will be specialist in
nature and will most probably go to people who live outside of the area.
I believe your proposal is disingenuous both in content and also in the
way you are promoting the benefits to the local community and how you
have illustrated it in your promotion material. For instance depicting a
small-scale grey haze in the distance of a rural setting does not convey
the real impact of such an installation. I have seen these installations
close up and believe me they are not pretty!

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.

No changes
required

The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.
The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape and ecological mitigation masterplan
(Document reference: 2.9.1) has been submitted as part
of the Application.
The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the Power Station Complex Site to integrate it
with adjacent industrial estate structures and increase
the distance from Isycoed to the east.
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WPL has produced photomontages from viewpoints
agreed by WCBC and CWC. They can be found at
Photomontages and Photographs of the WEC
(Document reference 7.1).
This is nothing more than an exploitation of a landowner to increase the
value of its assets over and above the benefits for the country and
community. We moved to Francis Lane 7 years ago to a more rural
environment from an inner city area and are now faced with bigger
challenges than city traffic and a compact housing environment.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application. WPL is committed to the Scheme and
to the local and national benefits that the Scheme will
bring including local employment.

No changes
required

In addition to the visual impact, I am concerned about the noise levels
and emissions close to our house (we will be less than a mile away). It
seems that we are supposed to be accountable for living close to the
industrial estate even though we are in an agricultural/green belt area.
This I feel is most unfair.

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

No changes
required

The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).
The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.
Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the ES (Document Reference 6.2). The
final design will need to comply with the figures used in
the assessment and will be provided for in the
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environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
Air quality assessments reviewed and finalised. Please
see Air quality chapter of the ES, chapter 8 (Document
reference: 6.2).
We were not able to attend any of the local consultation events as they
were all held in the same week, which coincided with school holidays.
Was this deliberate as to reduce the numbers of people attending?

WEC024

Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it consulted in
2012 in non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. The Statutory
Consultation was undertaken between 14 July and 24
August 2014 which is a period longer than the statutory
minimum period specified in the PA2008. The
consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.

We are also faced with the proposal of a solar power installation on
fields further up our lane, which too will be a blot on our landscape. Is it
open season on these sorts of developments despite the impact to
people living in the immediate area? The impression that is given is that
it is our fault for living so close to an industrial estate.

WPL cannot comment on the proposals for the solar
farms but notes that it was rejected by WCBC's
planning committee.

I am sure I have conveyed my feeling about this proposal and doubtless
it will not be considered, however I am most upset about this proposal
and other than refusal of planning consent I can see no compromise. I
would be interested to know how you and other copied in can reassure
me of its limited impact.

WPL's ES (Document reference 6.2.) sets out in detail
the likely significant effects of the WEC and WPL's
proposed mitigation measures.

No changes
required

No changes
required

No changes
required

Here are the concerns I wish to raise against the proposed power
station.
* Impact on local flora and fauna. The site has many mature trees how
will these be protected/enhanced?

Chapter 11 of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) sets
out the likely significant effects of the WEC and how

No changes
required
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WPL proposes to mitigate them.
An Arboricultural Impact Assessment (inc. tree
protection plan) has been produced (Document
reference 6.4.5 Appendix 10.8).
* What barriers are proposed around site boundary to safeguard
view/reduce noise pollution for local residents

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

No changes
required

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the ES (Document Reference 6.2). The
final design will need to comply with the figures used in
the assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.

* what will the short and long-term impact be of the emissions from the
30/40 meter chimneys? There is a lack of detail around the effects of
additional nitrous dioxide omitted to the atmosphere. How will impact
human and farm stock in the area? What research has been
undertaken to determine this?

* If the pipeline is to be buried, how will company ensure the soil will be
replaced without detriment to the environment for future agricultural
usage?

The maximum heights of the stacks will be 50m. The
final height will be determined in the final design and will
depend on dispersal modelling. Effects on air quality
and emissions from the WEC are considered in the Air
quality chapter, chapter 8, of the ES (Document
reference: 6.2). None of the air quality objectives for
human health or ecology will be exceeded as a result of
the stack emissions. On that basis the effect of stack
emissions is considered to be not significant. Air quality
assessments and mitigation measures are described in
the ES.
The WEC's Gas Connection has been routed to avoided
sensitive sites. While there will be some temporary
disturbance to the local environment while the pipeline
is constructed, once it is completed it will be buried and
any disturbed areas will be made good with the same
soil being used for reinstatement. Full details of the
construction method are set out in the Gas Connection
Statement (Document reference 8.2).

No changes
required

No changes
required
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* Why build on a site that adjoins residences? There are sites within the
Industrial Estate available for this development. If you need to construct
a pipeline to supply gas to this site, a pipeline could be laid to a more
appropriate site within the Estate. Please re-consider where you are
planning to build this horrendous structure.

The site does not immediately adjoin residences. There
are no other sites on the WIE that can accommodate
the Power Station Complex, the landscaping and
ecological mitigation and the construction laydown area
and retain the potential to connect to the NTS.

No changes
required

In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
* Why build this monstrosity in Wrexham when the demand is not here.
Build it where the real demand really exists.

WEC025

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No changes
required

I am contacting you with reference to the above proposal.
I cannot agree enough with everything that our Community Council has
already responded to you with. I am devastated that any planning
committee would even give such a proposal the time of day, and urge
you to do anything in your power to call a halt to such a monstrosity.

Comment noted.

No changes
required

The worst thing is that the people putting this forward have no interest
whatsoever in Wrexham or the lives of those this will effect, it is purely a
money making process for them. It is us and our future generations who
would be left to live with the consequences.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No changes
required

WPL is committed to the Scheme and to the local and
national benefits that the Scheme will bring including
local employment.
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WEC026

WEC027

I am contacting you with reference to the above proposal
We have objected to this from the start and the fact it has been
downgraded does not alter our opinions and views one little bit. There
seems to be more uncertainty now from the proposers than ever and it
appears they want to push something through so they can sell it on but
don't quite know or in my opinion care as long as there is a return to be
had.

Comment noted.

No changes
required

The thought of working all my career to move in my later years to this
idyllic area with such beautiful views to have that taken away for
something at is neither required or in the right location makes me very
sad. I hope you can take the emotion out of this and stop this
preposterous proposal spoiling our beautiful surroundings.

Comment noted.

No changes
required

I write to endorse, and fully support, the letter sent to you dated 7th
August 2014 from the Isycoed Community Council. I am a community
councillor and a resident of Isycoed.

Comment noted.

No changes
required

As was made clear in that letter the consultation process has been
invalidated by the absence of facts and certainty, not least concerning
exactly how energy is to be transmitted from the 'energy centre' to the
existing Scottish Power Manweb system which Scottish Power Manweb
has said may not be as 'without difficulty', as you have asserted, and
therefore not without consequences for the communities affected.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant

No changes
required

FAO: Mr Daniel Chapman, Wrexham Power Limited
Re: Proposed Power Station on Kingmoor Site, Wrexham
13th August 2014
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time.
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
A 'consultation' which does not address all issues or answer all
questions cannot be complete and should not be judged as such.
Tonnage of paper, I received two booklets, and meetings conducted in
only two of the communities affected by the proposal should not be
considered by the Planning Inspectorate as anything more than
compliance with a process, we trust it has not proved a case for
approval.

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).

No changes
required

As part of its non-statutory consultation, WPL engaged
at a very early stage in the design stage to allow
feedback to be taken on board (as it has been). At the
statutory consultation stage WPL published a detailed
PEIR, an English and Welsh version of a supporting
Non-technical summary, a summary booklet and
support redline boundary plans. As such, WPL
considers that it has provide as much detail as possible
whilst also balancing this with consulting early enough
in the design process of the scheme to allow feedback
to be taken onboard.
Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it consulted in
2012 in non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. The Statutory
Consultation was undertaken between 14 July and 24
August 2014 which is a period longer than the statutory
minimum period specified in the PA2008. The
consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
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responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.
As a resident of Isycoed I am particularly concerned that there has been
no definitive plan described for the land on the Kingmoor Site that will
not be required by the Power Station. What safeguards are in place to
ensure that this surplus land will not be used for lucrative industrial
development on the perimeter of the industrial estate and on, literally,
green fields?

An Illustrative Landscape and Ecological Mitigation plan
is included with the application (Document Reference
2.9.1) which shows how the site, in addition to the
Power Station Complex, is to be developed, including
landscaping along the eastern boundary of the site.
Any land not required by the WEC during operation is
unallocated. If WPL wanted to undertake develop on
this remaining land it would need to obtain the
necessary consents.

No changes
required

In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the site to integrate it with adjacent industrial
estate structures and increase the distance from
Isycoed to the east.
The primary purpose of the 'energy centre' is to supply the National Grid
as there is no deficit of power supply in the Wrexham area or the
Wrexham Industrial Estate or for the new prison. Why then has no
obvious consideration been given to other more appropriate brownfield
sites such as the former Maelor Gas Works or one of the many vacant
areas within the Industrial Estate?

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No changes
required

The proposed output of the Wrexham Energy Centre
has reduced from upto 1,200 MWe to upto 299 MWe.
The footprint of the Power Station Complex doesn’t
reduce by the same amount. There are no other sites
on the WIE that can accommodate the Power Station
Complex, the landscaping and ecological mitigation and
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the construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.
As stated, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
WPL do not consider the Maelor Gas Works site
suitable for the WEC, for a number of reasons:

The impact of the Power Station in terms of additional noise, pollution
and environmental damage has been underestimated and diminished
by the vagueness of your response as to what you actually plan to do to
mitigate any of these factors. This is an issue of particular significance
for Isycoed, which could be fairly described as a farming community.

•

Maelor Gas Works is an operational site owned
and operated by both National Grid and Wales
and West Utilities.

•

It is not allocated for development and does not
have the benefit of a planning consent for large
scale development.

•

The site, although close to the existing single
circuit overhead power line (installed in 1963),
is remote from the Marchwiel substation to
which WPL wish to connect the WEC due to it
having more than a single connection.

•

The site is remote from the WIE and does not
therefore have potential to provide CHP to the
WIE which is a requirement of NPS-EN1.

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not

No changes
required
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significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.
The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).
The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.
Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the ES (Document Reference 6.2). The
final design will need to comply with the figures used in
the assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
An Illustrative Landscape and Ecological Mitigation plan
is included with the application (Document Reference
2.9.1) which shows how the site, in addition to the
Power Station Complex, is to be developed including
landscaping along the eastern boundary of the site.
The final design of the Power Station Complex Site is
subject to WPL submitting an application to WCBC for
approval in accordance with Requirement 2 of the draft
Order (Document reference 3.1)
I question whether your view is that once the proposal has been
accepted your responsibility for the site and what is built on it is at an
end. I would be happy to be corrected in this view.

WPL is the applicant for the Scheme and will be named
as the undertaker in the draft Order (Document
reference: 3.1). In order to construct and operate a
Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project, funding and
other issues will need to be carefully considered and
WPL is in no different position to any other project
promoter in this regard. WPL is committed to the

No changes
required
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Scheme and to the local and national benefits that the
Scheme will bring including local employment.
It is difficult not to regard the consultation process with some cynicism.
Key information has been lacking, claims re: 'cheap electricity/power'
has been made but not quantified or substantiated and the promise of
more jobs does not stand scrutiny as 'local' is vague and the number
has been inflated.
I hope you will give this letter and the letter from the Isycoed
Community Council proper consideration.

The Scheme incorporates the potential for a heat
network interface building from which it would be
feasible to process and supply heat to commercial uses
elsewhere within the WIE and makes the proposal CHP
Ready. An Energy Survey was prepared and circulated
to occupiers on the WIE to determine how they use
energy, and whether there are users which could
benefit from waste heat from the WEC. The survey
results identified the need. The exact nature of any heat
network would be subject to viability, commercial
discussions, additional consultation and planning
consents.

No changes
required

Early indications on the feasibility of employing CHP are
therefore favourable but further study is required to
confirm its technical and economic potential. This is
explained in further detail in the Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2)
The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.
The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
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invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.
WEC028
as cross
referenced
with
WEC029
and
WEC030

Re: Proposed 299MWe Combined Cycle Gas Turbine Power Station
Wrexham Industrial Estate
I write with extreme concern regarding the above proposal and would
like to make the following points as part of the formal consultation
process.
1. Consultation Process
The extent of the current formal consultation is inappropriate and flawed
given the uncertainty expressed by Scottish Power Manweb plc over
the feasibility of connecting to their existing power lines. This is
recognised in para 3.11 on page 23 of your Peir Report.
Many other communities were consulted during the informal
consultation process and made comments. It would appear that these
communities have been excluded from the current process because of
your assumption (contradicted by Scottish Power) that the Electrical
Connections can be made under permitted development rights or other
powers and do not form part of the Development Consent Order
application. Essentially, these communities have been disenfranchised
and I feel that the entire operation and connections should form part of
the DCO submission and be the subject of a full consultation. It is not
acceptable that consent be given for the power station in isolation
without actually knowing the full implications of the Electrical
Connections required.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No changes
required

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
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Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
As part of its non-statutory consultation, WPL engaged
at a very early stage in the design stage to allow
feedback to be taken on board (as it has been). At the
statutory consultation stage WPL published a detailed
PEIR, an English and Welsh version of a supporting
Non-technical summary, a summary booklet and
support redline boundary plans. As such, WPL
considers that it has provide as much detail as possible
whilst also balancing this with consulting early enough
in the design process of the scheme to allow feedback
to be taken onboard.
Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it consulted in
2012 in non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. The Statutory
Consultation was undertaken between 14 July and 24
August 2014 which is a period longer than the statutory
minimum period specified in the PA2008. The
consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.

Generally, there is a lack of detail with the documentation to make an
informed judgement on the proposal. Take, for example, the statements
outlining the current landscape features, there is insufficient information
on proposals to enhance the landscape to mitigate the effects of the
development. Building dimensions are only indicative and the finish of
the buildings has not been discussed. The stack heights are only
estimates and until further work is carried out for the environmental

The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of

No changes
required
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regulators and permit requirements, the height will not be known.

the Scheme.
The final design of the Power Station Complex Site is
subject to WPL submitting an application to WCBC for
approval in accordance with Requirement 2 of the draft
Order (Document reference 3.1)

2. Site Selection
The site was originally selected on the land requirements for a
1200MWe power station. The requirement is now much more reduced
at 3/4ha for built development (para. 5.10 page 28 of the Peir Report).
With the reduction in land requirement a new site appraisal should have
been undertaken which may have revealed other sites within the
industrial estate, which would be more appropriate and less visually
intrusive to those living nearby.

The proposed output of the Wrexham Energy Centre
has reduced from upto 1,200 MWe to upto 299 MWe.
The footprint of the Power Station Complex doesn’t
reduce by the same amount. There are no other sites
on the WIE that can accommodate the Power Station
Complex, the landscaping and ecological mitigation and
the construction laydown area and retains the potential
to connect to the NTS and Marchwiel substation.
In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.

The primary function of the power station is to supply the National Grid,
therefore its location is not critical and surely more consideration should
have been given to utilise existing redundant power stations which
could be redeveloped or to focus on infrastructures already in place
down the M56 corridor in Cheshire, namely Stanlow and Ince.

No changes
required

No changes
required

The site of the WEC was chosen for its proximity to both
the existing local electrical distribution network and a
spur of the gas NTS at Maelor Gas Works. The
Kingmoor Park South site represents an appropriate
site for the Scheme for these reasons and the existing
industrial planning consent and CHP potential.
WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is explained in
chapter 3 of the ES (Document reference 6.2) and the
Planning Statement (Document reference 5.2).

No changes
required

WPL do not consider the Maelor Gas Works site
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More serious consideration should have been given to locating the
power station on the site of the former Maelor Gas Works. This is a
brownfield site that is located further away from residential properties
and the primary school and would have the environmental and financial
advantage of not requiring the 3km gas pipeline and is also immediately
adjacent to the existing overhead power lines that you hope to connect
with.

suitable for the WEC, for a number of reasons:
•

Maelor Gas Works is an operational site owned
and operated by both National Grid and Wales
and West Utilities.

•

It is not allocated for development and does not
have the benefit of a planning consent for large
scale development.

•

The site, although close to the existing single
circuit overhead power line (installed in 1963),
is remote from the Marchwiel substation to
which WPL wish to connect the WEC due to it
having more than a single connection.

•

Both your proposed site and the adjoining Kingmoor Park North site
have valid planning consents for B1 and B8 uses (not B2 as you state
of page 20 of your Peir Report) which were granted on appeal by the
Planning Inspectorate. Both Inspectors were clearly influenced by and
attached significant weight to the fact that they were to be used for the
expansion of an existing adjoining business which would create up to
160 jobs. This is reflected in both appeal decisions.
On Page 24 of the Peir Report it is stated that the proposed site formed
part of the Owens Corning building, whereas in fact it only housed their
car park and the remainder of the area was green field. It was not
covered with any substantial buildings that created an adverse visual
impact. The industrial estate is defined as large in terms of acreage but
it does not house comparable uses.

The site is remote from the WIE and does not
therefore have potential to provide CHP to the
WIE which is a requirement of NPS-EN1.

No changes
required

Planning consent for Kingmoor Park South, the
proposed location of the Power Station Complex Site
was granted at appeal (Appeal Ref:
APP/H6955/A/09/2113258). Paragraph 64 of the appeal
decision, under the section ‘Formal Decisions’, says, ‘I
allow the appeal, and grant planning permission for
B2/B8 development and associated ecological……..’
The site is described in the ES (Document Reference
6.2) as a partly greenfield and partly brownfield site. We
explain the former brownfield areas of the site and there
former use. Photographs of the structures formally on
the brownfield south eastern corner of the Power
Station Complex site are shown in Chapter 4 of the ES,
Figure 4.4.

No changes
required
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The proposals do not show how the remaining site area is to be used
nor if any landscaping is to be undertaken, particularly on the Eastern
boundary, to mitigate the development from the residents in Isycoed. If
the Kingmoor Park North site is developed by the haulage company
currently occupying the former Owens Corning site, there may be a
requirement to construct an internal road across this land to provide
access (this was revealed at the time the applications were considered).
If this is the case then the residents living along the B5130 at Isycoed
will be impacted further.
3. Demand
The proposal states that there is an opportunity to improve the power
supply to the industrial estate and thereby reduce the areas reliance on
imported energy as well as improving energy security. It is not critical
that a new power station to be built in Wrexham as there is already a
major source in the neighbouring town of Connah¹s Quay in Flintshire. It
is not practicable that every area has its own power station to be selfsufficient and the North West (and North East Wales) already has an
excess of supply over demand for electricity. In my opinion the search
for a site should be focussed on where demand is greatest in the South
of England. The power station is not required nor desired in Wrexham
and any weaknesses in local supply could be remedied by upgrading
existing facilities through the energy provider.
Indeed, Scottish Power have commented that there is already enough
capacity in the local infrastructure to supply the development of the new
super-prison to be built on the former Firestone site (Environmental
Statement Main Report, Vol 2, para. 5.34) to accommodate 2100
inmates.

4. Noise and Emissions
Whilst some information is contained within the Peir document, it really
does not allay the fears of the residents of Isycoed. Those living near

An Illustrative Landscape and Ecological Mitigation plan
is included with the application (Document Reference
2.9.1) which shows how the site, in addition to the
Power Station Complex, is to be developed including
landscaping along the eastern boundary of the site.
The haulage company has a temporary licence to
occupy the former Owens Corning car park.

No changes
required

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.
WPL is not making a comment about the level of
generation in the wider North Wales area. Wrexham
and the WIE imports electricity from the Legacy Grid
Supply Point. Wrexham is a net importer of electricity
even after taking account the embedded renewable
generation in the general Wrexham area.

SPEN owns and manages the electricity distribution
network for Wrexham. They are not a generator and
their comments are isolated to the network’s ability to
supply electricity in accordance with their statutory
obligations. The capacity of the network is not in doubt.

No changes
required

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.
Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
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the industrial estate already suffer from relatively high background noise
levels particularly during the summer months and when the prevailing
wind is evident. There will be a constant hum from the high-powered
cables, gas turbines and cooling towers, which may be transmitted
through the ground. At what distance can they not be heard or cause a
nuisance or health problems? Given the various employment activities
on the site noise attribution has always been an issue which can be
intrusive but masked by an average leq noise reading.
There is an assumption that the air quality is good although there is a
monitoring station at the local school due to previous concerns by the
local residents. Modelling exercises should have been undertaking at
the very beginning to give residents a clear indication on stack heights
and diameters. The area is a farming community and there are grave
concerns by the immediate community and further over the Cheshire
border should the emissions enter the food chain through cattle or
crops. This would also have an impact on local protected species and
the River Dee. It seems unacceptable to me that the environmental
impact has not been considered more at this stage and hence gives
more concerns over the priority given to it.
5. Employment
It is alleged that 30 permanent and 800 construction jobs will be created
should the proposal go ahead, if you compare the similar facility at
Hirwaun this figure is overinflated and the small number of jobs created
does not outweigh the adverse environmental effect. It has not been
confirmed as to whether these jobs are full time equivalent jobs. Turning
back to the new super-prison in Wrexham the creation of local jobs is in
reality defined as living within a 50-mile radius or within an hour¹s
commute time. Construction jobs as we know are only short-term
contracts and the successful construction company may not necessarily
employ local labour.

described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

No changes
required
The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.
The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
Hirwuan is a different project, albeit of the same rated
output, which will utilise different technology and have
different mitigation and cannot be compared with the
Scheme.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
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draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.

No changes
required

Comment Noted.
I look forward to receiving your response on the comments made
above, the sentiments of which I¹m sure are held by the vast majority of
people living in the area of Isycoed.

WEC029
WEC030
WEC031
WEC032

As WEC028
As WEC028
As WEC004
Proposed Gas Turbine Power station Wrexham Industrial Estate

As WEC028
As WEC028
As WEC004

As WEC028
As WEC028
As WEC004

I wish to express my concerns and objection to the proposed power
station

Comment noted.

No changes
required

· Scottish Power has expressed uncertainty in the feasibility of
connecting to existing power lines. This probably means extra intrusive
overhead lines will be needed and the full implication is unknown.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No changes
required
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WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
· The stack heights are only estimates. The outflow emissions could
easily affect the local community, farming and are in direct line with the
village school.

The stack height has been confirmed as up to 50m.

No changes
required

WPL's design evolution has followed an iterative design
process which has influenced the shape and scale of its
project. It consulted at an early stage in the scheme
design in order to allow feedback to influence that
design. Therefore, by necessity, design parameters
were not fixed.
The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

· The site location has proposed B2 use, which is not within the current
planning consents for that land, and is actually on a green field site of
the old car park.

The Power Station Complex Site is already allocated for
a large scale development and planning permission has
been granted for a high bay warehouse and office

No changes
required
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building totalling 24,303 sq m.
Planning consent for Kingmoor Park South, the
proposed location of the Power Station Complex Site
was granted at appeal (Appeal Ref:
APP/H6955/A/09/2113258). Paragraph 64 of the appeal
decision, under the section ‘Formal Decisions’, says, ‘I
allow the appeal, and grant planning permission for
B2/B8 development and associated ecological……..’
The site is described in the ES (Document Reference:
6.2) as a partly greenfield and partly brownfield site. We
explain the former brownfield areas of the site and their
former use.
The increased traffic to this site will seriously affect the community by
the use of the B5130 especially during construction.

The Traffic and Transport chapter, chapter 7, of the ES
(Document reference: 6.2.) assesses the effects of
constructing the WEC.

No changes
required

The traffic and transport management for the WEC
during construction will be managed by a CTMP which
is a DCO requirement.

· There is no need or demand for electricity in the North West,
ScottishPower have said there is enough capacity even when the large
prison is built on the industrial estate.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No changes
required

SPEN owns and manages the electricity distribution
network for Wrexham. They are not a generator and
their comments are isolated to the network’s ability to
supply electricity in accordance with their statutory
obligations. The capacity of the network is not in doubt.
No changes
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WEC033

It is not acceptable that consent is given for this proposed power station
without knowing the full implications, full community consultation and
more details.

The Scheme is considered in detail in WPL's ES
(Document reference: 6.2)

required

I would like to STRONGLY OBJECT to the proposed plans for
Wrexham Power Station. The reasons for my objection are based upon
the following:

Comment noted

No changes
required.

Location – it is proposed to build the power station on the very outside
of the industrial estate. This borders with open countryside and I believe
that the character of the area will be spoilt forever. Are there other sites
more suitable e.g. heavily industrial areas e.g., Stanlow or other brown
sites which have an existing gas supply and electric. Wrexham
Industrial Estate is mainly low level and the proposed plans for the
power station will not be in-keeping - it will look like a battleship.

The site of the WEC was chosen for its proximity to both
the existing local electrical distribution network and a
spur of the gas NTS at Maelor Gas Works. The
Kingmoor Park South site represents an appropriate
site for the Scheme for these reasons and the existing
industrial planning consent and CHP potential.

No changes
required.

The proposed output of the Wrexham Energy Centre
has reduced from upto 1,200 MWe to upto 299 MWe.
The footprint of the Power Station Complex doesn’t
reduce by the same amount. There are no other sites
on the WIE that can accommodate the Power Station
Complex, the landscaping and ecological mitigation and
the construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.
In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape and ecological mitigation masterplan
(Document reference: 2.9.1) has been submitted as part
of the Application.

492

The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the Power Station Complex Site to integrate it
with adjacent industrial estate structures and increase
the distance from Isycoed to the east.
Need – I believe that Wales produces more than enough electricity for
the National Grid, I don’t understand why Wrexham has to have a
power station.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No changes
required.

Wild Life – As I stated before the proposed site borders with prime dairy
cow land. There are several farms (I work at one such farm) in near
proximity to the proposed site, the disruption to the wildlife, farm
animals and local ecosystems will be immeasurable and unrecoverable
if the power station goes ahead. I appreciate that some mitigation
ground is part of the proposed site but there is no detail available on
how it will be used.

An illustrative landscape and ecological mitigation
master plan (Document reference: 2.9.1) has been
submitted as part of the Application. This shows the use
of the various parts of the Power Station Complex Site.

No changes
required.

Jobs – Power Stations are complicated things I assume they will need
highly trained staff to ensure the station runs as it should. The local
universities and colleges do not offer such training so therefore it is
highly likely that the jobs will not go to local folk.

WPL's ES (Document reference 6.2.) sets out in detail
the likely significant effects of the WEC and WPL's
proposed mitigation measures.
The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.

No changes
required.

The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
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Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.

Consultation Process – I live in Holt (a village approx 2 miles from
proposed site) and we have had NO literature on the proposed
development and no opportunity to be part of the consultation process.
Given the nature of the proposed development (huge in size and will be
visible from Holt, co2 emission and impact on local infrastructure) I think
this is unfair.

As part of its non-statutory consultation, WPL engaged
at a very early stage in the design stage to allow
feedback to be taken on board (as it has been). At the
statutory consultation stage WPL published a detailed
PEIR, an English and Welsh version of a supporting
Non-technical summary, a summary booklet and
support redline boundary plans. As such, WPL
considers that it has provide as much detail as possible
whilst also balancing this with consulting early enough
in the design process of the scheme to allow feedback
to be taken onboard.

No changes
required.

Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it consulted in
2012 in non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. The Statutory
Consultation was undertaken between 14 July and 24
August 2014 which is a period longer than the statutory
minimum period specified in the PA2008. The
consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
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as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.
The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).
Comment noted.
No changes
required.

I believe there are grounds to reject this planning proposal on the
grounds of wildlife, impact on local farms, it is not in-keeping, and other
sites are more suitable and would have less impact.
WEC034

We have been forced to be involved in the research behind this project
and still have very real concerns. We understand that electricity is
required by us all and that it has to be produced somewhere. We are
very concerned about the powers that will be granted if this scheme, in
its current form, is given approval and the impact it will have on the
communities so close to the actual power station. We are also
extremely concerned about this statement that is made by Wrexham
Power.
11.6.Following this voluntary non-statutory consultation it was evident
that the Electrical Connection element of the project was of greatest
concern amongst local residents. In light of this feedback, WPL has
considered and assessed alternative options for the WEC and is now
proposing a reduced generating capacity CCGT power station and has
identified how to use the existing electricity distribution network to
facilitate its connection.
The quote highlighted in red is the most concerning. We would ask that
this can be proved and agreed with Scottish Power before any approval
is granted as the consequences of this statement not being accurate
are very grave. The communities that would be affected by this have

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No changes
required

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
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not been consulted or been made aware of the consequences.
WEC035

relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).

Proposed 299MW Gas fired Power Station on the Wrexham Industrial
Estate, known as the Wrexham Energy Centre (WEC) or Wrexham
Power
Limited (WPL).
No changes
required.

Please find below the response to the formal consultation process from
the campaign group WRAPS, which was set up in 2013 when at the
time the developers proposed a 1200MW power station.

Comment noted.

1. Aspects of this revised proposal that are welcomed;
a) We welcome the shelving of the proposal for 400kV pylons between
the proposed Wrexham Energy Centre and the National Grid
Legacy substation.

Comment noted.

No changes
required.

b) We welcome the reduction in size from 1200MW to 299MW
although note that the Planning Inspectorate at the time of writing
show the project as ‘up to 1200MW’ and feel this is misleading and
should be amended to reflect the current intentions of the
developers.

Comment noted. The Planning Inspectorate’s website
has been changed to reflect the reduction in size

No changes
required.

c) We welcome the proposal that WPL export electricity through a
route they denied existed, noting that it was WRAPS that explained
the detail of the existing Electrical Connections to the Industrial
Estate.

WPL were misinformed of the existing electrical
connections to the WIE. This has since been rectified
and been referred to by WPL in its comments regarding
the Electrical Connection.

No changes
required.

d) We welcome electricity being exported into the Scottish Power
132kV system bringing the prospect of cost reductions to local
businesses through avoidance of National Grid Use of System
Charges, something the earlier proposal could not do.

Comment noted.

No changes
required.

e) We welcome the likely re-inforcement of the 132kV system bringing
improvements to security of supply to local businesses and
residents.

Comment noted.

No changes
required
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2. Aspects that are of concern
a) WRAPS principal concern relates to the lack of information
regarding the necessary work by Scottish Power to upgrade their
existing 132KV system.
b) We are concerned by the contradiction in the doubts expressed by
Scottish Power in their submission to the PI in May 2014 and the
information given by WPL on their website, and to Councillors in
March, as well as Communities in formal consultation events in
June 2014.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No changes
required.

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
c) We are concerned that the Statement of Community Consultation
(SoCC) was agreed with Wrexham County Borough Council
(WCBC) on the basis of ‘sufficient detail of the project’ and ‘the
scale of the proposal’ as required by Advice Note 16 (page 4),
anticipated the ability of the existing SP network being substantially
capable to take exported electricity.

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).

d) WRAPS believes that there has been inadequate consultation given
the uncertainty of the Electrical Connection and that people have
been misled if Scottish Power need to do anything outside what is
termed permitted development.

The Statutory Consultation was undertaken between 14
July and 24 August 2014 which is a period longer than
the statutory minimum period specified in the PA2008.
The consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.

No changes
required.

WPL has submitted its Application for the Scheme
which has a generating capacity of up to 299MWe.
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e) We also have concerns that formal consultation was delayed until
the school holidays, although note additional time was made
available.

WPL did not delay consultation until the school
holidays. WPL consulted in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC.

f) We are concerned that this project is proceeding though the
process of seeking consent with people potentially affected being
unaware of the full implications in respect of electricity export.
WRAPS has written to the PI as to whether the process being used
meets the intentions and requirements of the 2008 Planning Act.
(We believe that there should be an integrated procedure within
PINS to cover the power station as well as the Electrical Connection
and that separate approvals by the LPA or under Section 37 of the
1989 Electricity Act would be an inappropriate process).

Recent decisions by the SoS has clarified what can and
cannot be dealt with in an integrated manner,
particularly for projects in Wales. As a result of these
decisions WPL will be submitting a TCPA application for
the Gas Connection, as it is deemed associated
development which cannot be granted consent as part
of the NSIP, despite its belief that it is necessary for the
Scheme and therefore integral. Other parts of a project
that are associated development and are not NSIP’s in
their own right, cannot be included as part of an
integrated procedure

No changes
required

g) We remain concerned that the PI, DCLG and Planning Minister Nick
Boles MP are unwilling to confirm that approval for a 1200MW
facility would not be granted despite consultation for a 299MW
plant. Our only reassurance on this is possibility of a judicial review.

WPL is applying for a Power Station complex site with a
capacity of upto 299MWe. The ES (Document
Reference 6.2) has assessed the effects of an upto
299MWe power station. The buildings dimensions are
suitable for a power station with a capacity of upto
299MWe and are too small for a 1200MWe facility.
Additionally any promoter would have to consider the
potential for Carbon Capture and Storage for a facility
with a capacity greater than 300MW. WPL does not
believe that it would be possible to amend the DCO, if it
is made, to facilitate a larger facility with larger
buildings, greater environmental impacts and CCS.
WPL is of the opinion that an entirely new application
would need to be made. If this was WPL intention it
would have submitted the application for the larger
scheme rather than the application that it has made.

No changes
required

No changes
required.
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h) With a contribution of circa 0.8 million tonnes of CO2 per annum
from this proposal we are concerned as to how WCBC will meet its
ambitions to halve CO2 emissions. We are also concerned by
continued over reliance on fossil fuel derived electricity and the
impact on climate change. There is no mention of carbon offsetting
or mitigation in these proposals.

The urgent need for energy generation, including gas
fired generating stations, is explained in NPS EN-1, the
Gas Generation Strategy (DECC, 2012) and the
National Infrastructure Plan (HM Treasury, 2014).

No changes
required.

i) With a prevailing wind from the West we are concerned that the
affected communities, predominantly in Cheshire have had little
opportunity to comment on the proposal, those communities are
concerned about and have seen little detail regarding chimney
emissions onto agricultural land.

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

No changes
required.

The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).
j) Noise is a particular concern to residents of Isycoed and Cheshire,
particularly as the noise will add to that created by the nearby
Kellogg’s plant. We would welcome a requirement that the
developer meets the cost of an independent noise consultancy to
study the design proposals working with the local community and
WCBC. The recommendations of that consultancy should be
incorporated within the plant design. This requirement should be an
obligation on the developer and subsequent contractors.

k) The proposed development is near to a primary school and food
manufacturing facilities. We are concerned as to the impact of
construction as well as the operational phase. Together with the

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

No changes
required

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
The school referred to and the Kellegg's Factory are
both in the area considered by the ES (Documnent
reference: 6.2). The Power Station Complex Site is
already allocated for a large scale development and

No changes
required.
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concerns of residents of Isycoed we believe this development
should be in a more central location within, rather than on the edge
of the Industrial Estate. We are not convinced that given the
reduced size of this proposal that other more suitable locations
have been adequately considered.

3. Aspects that would make the proposal more acceptable
a) We would have preferred a genuine attempt to offer Combined Heat
and Power (CHP) so that businesses could close existing boiler plant
with further economic benefit as well as a reduction, not an increase in
emissions to atmosphere. Specifically there should be an integrated
approach to supply waste heat to the proposed prison. As a general
point we believe there should be a requirement for developers on
industrial estates to put forward genuine CHP proposals as few such
opportunities exist. Such an initiative could make better use of burning
fossil fuel at 90% not 60% efficiency and lower all emissions to
atmosphere as well as CO2. We note the claims WPL make for CHP
but the reality is that the developer’s reference to 60% efficient plant in
3.8 of the Scoping Report is not CHP.

planning permission has been granted for a high bay
warehouse and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
WPL selected the WIE as the location for the WEC as it
is located close to a spur of the national gas distribution
network, located at Maelor Gas Works, approximately c.
2.5 km from the Power Station Complex Site. A
connection to the national electricity network is available
at National Grid's Legacy sub-station, located 10 km
from the site, and can be provided by upgrading existing
elements of SPEN's electricity distribution network. In
addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
The Scheme incorporates the potential for a heat
network interface building from which it would be
feasible to process and supply heat to commercial uses
elsewhere within the WIE and makes the proposal CHP
Ready. An Energy Survey was prepared and circulated
to occupiers on the WIE to determine how they use
energy, and whether there are users which could
benefit from waste heat from the WEC. The survey
results identified the need. The exact nature of any heat
network would be subject to viability, commercial
discussions, additional consultation and planning
consents.
Early indications on the feasibility of employing CHP are
therefore favourable but further study is required to
confirm its technical and economic potential. This is
explained in further detail in the Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2).

No changes
required

No changes
required.

No changes
required.

An Illustrative Landscape and Ecological Mitigation plan
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b) If eventually the proposed Kingmoor site is utilised, given the smaller
area needed compared to the original 1200MW proposal we believe the
plant layout should be designed to minimise the noise and visual impact
from Isycoed and Cheshire. Specifically excess land should be
landscaped and not left fallow (as WPL have indicated it would be), nor
should the excess land be available for any other purpose, i.e.
subletting to other industrial users should not be permitted.

c) The Welsh Government believes projects such as this should be of
benefit to the local communities. We note that TGC Renewables
propose a Community Benefit Fund of £1,000 p.a. per installed MWe on
the nearby proposed solar site.

d) The proposed plant design is vague or generic, with the developer
relying on the Rochdale principle for later flexibility. We would like to
see a tangible mechanism whereby the local community and Councils
could have meaningful influence on matters that affect them, such as
plant layout, colour schemes and landscaping.
4. General Points on the proposal
a) We note that the benefits seem exaggerated compared to the
comparable 299MW Hirwaun project,
i. 30 permanent jobs (Hirwaun 15)
ii. 800-construction jobs (Hirwaun150 –200)
iii. £300M investment (Hirwaun £200M)

is included with the application (Document Reference
2.9.1) which shows how the site, in addition to the
Power Station Complex, is to be developed including
landscaping along the eastern boundary of the site.

No changes
required.

The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the Power Station Complex Site to integrate it
with adjacent industrial estate structures and increase
the distance from Isycoed and Cheshire to the east.
Requirement 14 (local economic benefit) in the draft
Order (Document reference 3.1) secures WPL’s
commitments to the local community and economy.
No changes
required.
The final design of the Power Station Complex Site is
subject to WPL submitting an application to WCBC for
approval in accordance with Requirement 2 of the draft
Order (Document reference 3.1)

Hirwuan is a different project, albeit of the same rated
output, which will utilise different technology, different
building and have different mitigation and cannot be
compared with the Scheme.

No changes
required.

No changes
required.

The Socio-economic chapter in the ES (Document
Reference 6.2) provides assessment of the job creation
related to the WEC. 495 peak construction jobs for the
Power Station Complex site and 20 construction jobs for
the Gas Connection has been estimated having
obtained information from EPC contractors for similar
CCGT power station development together with
professional judgement.
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The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
b) We also question the claim that the project would reduce the areas
reliance on imported electricity, Not including the proposed Wylfa
nuclear plant, onshore, offshore wind or pumped storage Wales has
about 10 significant power stations and about 160 towns or cities.
Demand for electricity in Wales represents about 1/5 of supply capacity
and the North West of the UK has itself a significant excess of supply
over demand. It is not a part of energy policy for local areas to be
supplied by their own power station (i.e. 160 power stations in Wales)
and given the interconnected nature of the electrical network it is an
insignificant benefit as no part of the grid is able to run in ‘island mode’
to keep the (local) lights on.

c) Although a matter for UK energy policy rather than specifically
Wrexham, if UK energy policy was to take into account, as it should:
i. electricity costs through electricity transmission losses,
ii. climate change through unnecessarily created CO2 emissions
because of those losses and
iii. blight of the landscape through transmission line infrastructure,
then power station developments should take into account the balance
of supply and demand within the UK. At the present time power
stations and connections are determined by consideration of the level
of objection rather than the necessity.

d) There should be a bias in favour of sites of old power stations for
new power plant to avoid un-necessary new pylons. Site owners should
not be able to restrict power developments by others to deny
competition or yield higher returns by utilisation for housing for example.

WPL is not making a comment about the level of
generation in the wider North Wales area. Wrexham
and the WIE imports electricity from the Legacy Grid
Supply Point. Wrexham is a net importer of electricity
even after taking account the embedded renewable
generation in the general Wrexham area.

No changes
required.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.
WPL has had regard of the existing National and Welsh
policies in developing the Scheme. Its Application sets
out how it has meet its requirements.
No changes
required.

WPL is also promoting a CCGT scheme in
Staffordshire, the Meaford Energy Centre, which is
located on a former power station site.
Government policy does not specify where new
generating capacity should be constructed. Consents
have been granted on former power station sites and
also on sites which have no generating history.

No changes
required.

502

e) Developers should fully compensate those affected by their
proposals. It is a nonsense for a farmer to receive nominal
compensation for apparatus on his land, but for a neighbour to receive
nothing at all. Realistic compensation would demand more sensitive
concern for impact.

WPL will pay the compensation it is legally required to
pay for all applicable cases.
No changes
required.
Comment noted.

For and on behalf of all of the members of WRAPS
No changes
required.
WEC036

Further to my letter dated 31/07/14(which I still haven’t had a response
to address my concerns) I have now sought further expert advice on
other concerns of mine.
My original concern (which hasn’t been addressed) was that I was told
at your public consultation that there would be no impact on the value of
the property (Marshley-directly in front of the fields that will be facing the
Power Station), but as stated in the previous letter after consulting
numerous Estate Agents the unanimous reply was that it would have a
severe negative impact on the value.

The conclusions of the ES (Document reference: 6.2)
demonstrate that there would be no likely significant
effects on any residential receptors associated with the
construction, operation and decommissioning of the
Scheme.

I was also told at your public consultation that there would be no ‘noise’
impact. After also seeking expert advice on this concern I have been
told there will also be a severe increase in the noise pollution.

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

No changes
required.

No changes
required.

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
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I am extremely concerned that the information you provided at the
public consultation is factually wrong leaving many shortcomings and
this is leading to a general mistrust of Wrexham Power. This is very
concerning as I feel I am not being told the truth and it is making my
mother (who owns the property) who is 85 and has Alzheimer’s disease
extremely anxious.
Can you please explain why I was informed incorrectly?

WEC037

We object most strongly to the proposed application to site a power
station on the old Owens Corning site, Wrexham Industrial Estate, as
there are more suitable sites available i.e. the former Maelor Gas
Works, which is a brown field site and located further away from
residential properties.

As part of its non-statutory consultation, WPL engaged
at a very early stage in the design stage to allow
feedback to be taken on board (as it has been). At the
statutory consultation stage WPL published a detailed
PEIR, an English and Welsh version of a supporting
Non-technical summary, a summary booklet and
support redline boundary plans. As such, WPL
considers that it has provided as much detail as
possible whilst also balancing this with consulting early
enough in the design process of the scheme to allow
feedback to be taken onboard.

No changes
required.

Comment noted.

No changes
required

There are no other sites on the WIE that can
accommodate the Power Station Complex, the
landscaping and ecological mitigation and the
construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.

No changes
required.

In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m. The WEC
would
WPL do not consider the Maelor Gas Works site
suitable for the WEC, for a number of reasons:
•

Maelor Gas Works is an operational site owned
and operated by both National Grid and Wales
and West Utilities.

•

It is not allocated for development and does not
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have the benefit of a planning consent for large
scale development.

Why do we want a power station in this area when Scottish Power have
already stated we do not need any more power in this area, it is only
going to feed the National Grid down South.

•

The site, although close to the existing single
circuit overhead power line (installed in 1963),
is remote from the Marchwiel substation to
which WPL wish to connect the WEC due to it
having more than a single connection.

•

The site is remote from the WIE and does not
therefore have potential to provide CHP to the
WIE which is a requirement of NPS-EN1.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No changes
required.

SPEN owns and manages the electricity distribution
network for Wrexham. They are not a generator and
their comments are isolated to the network’s ability to
supply electricity in accordance with their statutory
obligations. The capacity of the network is not in doubt.
We already suffer from excessive background noise levels from the
Industrial Estate so any more heavy industry this side of the road will
create even more noise.

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

No changes
required.

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
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assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.

WEC038

WEC039

We ask you and your committees to reconsider the planning application
for a power station and the impact it will have on this rural area.
I am writing to confirm my objection, and that of my family, to the
proposed 299MW Power Station in Wrexham, North Wales.

Comment noted.
Comment noted.

No changes
required.
No changes
required.

However, I do not believe that I can add any further points of objection
that would be relevant to those most validly expressed in [REDACTED]
letter of the 18th August, a copy of which I now attach.

Comments noted.

No changes
required.

The very fact that a project can be reduced to one quarter of the
originally proposed size indicates to me that it cannot have been
worthwhile in the first instance and that the whole matter should be reinvestigated and quashed, a new power station is not needed in this
location.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No changes
required.

1. I am writing as a supporter of your application for a combined cycle
gas-fired power station near Wrexham.2. For your information, I worked
for a number of years for BG Wales in the role of Hazard Assessment
and Reliability Engineer; I also conducted a number of construction
audits of gas-fired power stations on behalf of a major Norwegian
Inspection agency, and it is in this context that I would like to make
some observations to you, that I hope you might find helpful.

WPL welcomes and notes support for the project.

No changes
required.

2.1. Your note in the D.Tel. specifically mentions provision of ‘a liquid
removing centrifuge ‘ (para.3.b.iii.4) . I have seen this equipment
specified on the sites I have reviewed. Whilst gas delivered to your site
may be sourced from a variety of off-shore fields, it should already have
been treated by suppliers, either at the platform, or at the reception
terminals which form the gateway to the National Grid system. The
agreed properties of the gas will have been specified with you by the
gas transporter, including gas dryness. The provision of a liquid removal
system on your site does seem to be unnecessary, and I think it could

Comments noted.

No changes
required
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reasonably be deleted.
I think the origin of this design feature probably stems from where gas
fired generation plants were co located with a gas gathering site, or on
a large offshore platform, and there was a possibility of untreated, or
partially treated gas having liquid droplet carry-over into the gas turbine.
I don't think you will find such equipment installed on any National Grid
sites downstream of the reception terminals.

Comment noted.

No changes
required.

2.2. Regarding the orientation of the plant, I suggest that minimisation
of the sound propagation effects on adjacent properties will be as
important as the visual impact.

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

No changes
required.

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape masterplan (Document reference: 2.9.1) has
been submitted as part of the Application.
The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the site to integrate it with adjacent industrial
estate structures and increase the distance from
Isycoed to the east.

2.3. The retention of inspection records for pipework and equipment
(NDT, Pressure testing, material certificates etc.) is crucial to proving
that the power station and its associated pipeline have been
constructed as fit-for-purpose; There is always a pressure on

We will meet this request through our obligations to
statutory providers.

No changes
required.
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contractors to finish the job as quickly as possible, and the effective
marshalling of this paperwork is something which can be neglected Tests were done, but the proof is difficult to find at a later date.
Comment noted.
No changes
required.

2.4. I note that one of the potential pipeline routes is in the same
corridor as overhead HV cables. There may be additional cost
implications if extensive pipe laying happens underneath the cable
spans. There may also be issues with ensuring adequate cathodic
protection, as well, but I am not certain about this.
WEC040

Thank you for your letter and enclosures dated 10/7/2014.
Comment noted.

No changes
required.

1. From the scale of the plans provided I am unable to determine with
any degree of accuracy if your proposal will involve any possible
proposed land acquisition of the freehold AGI site at Maelor Gas Works
site.

WPL are in ongoing discussions with WWU regarding
WPL’s preferred site for the location of the WEC gas
AGI Site. These discussions include arrangements for
the freehold or leasehold acquisition of the preferred
site for the WEC gas AGI Site.

No changes
required.

2. That you have made all appropriate searches in regard to impact of
any other services, including Gas, in relation to the proposed route of
the main from Maelor to the Power Station.

WPL has consulted National Grid and other utility
providers on this matter and those listed in points 3 and
4.

No changes
required.

3. That due consideration has been given to access arrangements to
the Maelor Gas works, including, as appropriate, our own freehold
operational area, which will need to be clarified and subject to possible
further consultation.

WPL are in discussions with National Grid Gas Plc
regarding connection of the Scheme, to the NTS to
enable the supply of gas to the WEC Power Station
Complex. Information regarding the Gas Connection
can be found in the Gas Connection Statement which
forms part of the Application.

Firstly I am given to understand that some initial discussions have
already taken place between our site manager and your representative
regarding this proposal.
At this stage I would make the following comments-

4. For information I can confirm that the access road to the Maelor site
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is vested in the ownership of National Grid with whom it is presumed
there has been ongoing consultation.

WEC041

No changes
required.

I would be pleased if you could acknowledge receipt and revert back to
me on the points raised in due course.

WPL has responded to this feedback.

As Member of Parliament for the area of Clwyd South, I have been
contacted by a number of constituents regarding proposals for the
Wrexham Energy Centre and its Gas Connection. I have been in
regular contact with representatives of Wrexham Power Limited in order
to pass on concerns raised by those whom I represent. As part of
Wrexham Power Limited’s consultation on the Wrexham Energy Centre
proposal, I trust that this correspondence continues to be addressed
and responded to accordingly.

Comment noted. WPL has responded to the written
feedback received during statutory consultation and the
project team remains contactable.

The main proposals relating to the Wrexham Energy Centre are within
the constituency of Wrexham. However, as Member of Parliament for
Clwyd South, it is my responsibility to represent a large number of my
constituents who will be affected by new installations linked to the
proposed main site in Wrexham.

Comment noted.

No changes
required.

*The addition of any new structures to the surrounding landscape will
have a direct impact on those who own the land and also on those who
live in the surrounding area. I therefore ask that any constituents
affected by the proposals are consulted with and appropriately
compensated. This must include, but should not be limited to, those
who will have their house prices affected and those connected with
tourism in the area.

The conclusions of the ES (Document reference: 6.2)
demonstrate that there would be no likely significant
effects on any residential receptors associated with the
construction, operation and decommissioning of the
Scheme.

No changes
required.

*Impact to the landscape must be very carefully considered. Wrexham

The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES

No changes
required.

I would like to take this consultation as an opportunity to raise concerns
about the impact of Wrexham Power Limited’s proposals to my own
constituents:

WPL will pay the compensation it is legally required to
pay for all applicable cases.
No changes
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Power Limited must recognise that the immediate area is known for its
natural beauty and extensive wildlife; any plans or proposals must take
this into account. As well as impact studies on local wildlife, Wrexham
Power Limited must also undertake to understand the value of our local
‘view’ and tailor any proposals accordingly in order to protect that view.

(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape and ecological mitigation masterplan
(Document reference: 2.9.1) has been submitted as part
of the Application.

required.

The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the Power Station Complex Site to integrate it
with adjacent industrial estate structures and increase
the distance from Isycoed to the east.
*Any new project such as this will directly affect those within the
surrounding area. Wrexham Power Limited must consider very carefully
the full implications of this project for those separated from the main site
in Wrexham. As discussed in previous correspondence, full consultation
must be made with all those affected by any part of the proposal and
concerns raised must be addressed appropriately.

As part of its non-statutory consultation, WPL engaged
at a very early stage in the design stage to allow
feedback to be taken on board (as it has been). At the
statutory consultation stage WPL published a detailed
PEIR, an English and Welsh version of a supporting
Non-technical summary, a summary booklet and
support redline boundary plans. As such, WPL
considers that it has provide as much detail as possible
whilst also balancing this with consulting early enough
in the design process of the scheme to allow feedback
to be taken onboard.

No changes
required.

Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it consulted in
2012 in non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. The Statutory
Consultation was undertaken between 14 July and 24
August 2014 which is a period longer than the statutory
minimum period specified in the PA2008. The
consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.
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WEC042

Having considered the documentation that has been issued on this
subject both my wife and I feel that the following points need to be
taken into account as part of the formal consultation process.

Comment noted.

No changes
required.

1. Communities which have been excluded
It is apparent that WPL have excluded a significant number of
communities from the consultation process, on the basis that the work
can be carried out under ‘Permitted Development Rights’ which is an
assumption that Scottish Power have disputed. As such we consider
the current process to be flawed.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
2. ‘Improved Power Supply’
WPL claim that this power station is needed to ‘improve the power
supply to the Industrial Estate and reduce the area’s reliance on
imported energy’. This statement is emphatically wrong and is not
supported by Scottish Power. There is no shortage of power to
Wrexham Industrial Estate. More importantly, there is no shortage of
power in North Wales! The fact that the current proposal has reduced
the size of the proposed power station from 1200Mw to 229Mw clearly
suggests that the reason this power station is being proposed has
absolutely nothing to do with security of supply.

3. Why Wrexham Industrial Estate?
As there is no shortage of power within North Wales any increase in

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.
WPL is not making a comment about the level of
generation in the wider North Wales area. Wrexham
and the WIE imports electricity from the Legacy Grid
Supply Point. Wrexham is a net importer of electricity
even after taking account the embedded renewable
generation in the general Wrexham area.

No change
required.

SPEN owns and manages the electricity distribution
network for Wrexham. They are not a generator and
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supply needs to centred around existing sites such as the power
stations at Connah’s Quay and Widnes.
If funds are available to invest in additional power stations then it would
make more sense to site these in the South of England where additional
supply is required.
To meet the need for additional power through the construction of
numerous small power stations dotted randomly about the country
makes no sense at all and will make managing the national network
more difficult in the future.
As such we feel that the proposed construction of a power station on
the Wrexham Industrial Estate is ill thought out and entirely profit driven
as it provides no benefits at all for the local area.
4. Why the Kingmoor site within Wrexham Industrial Estate?
Even if such a power station were to be built on the Wrexham Industrial
Estate we would question the use of the Kingmoor site which is on the
edge of the Estate and as such it borders on green belt land and is
veryclose to a local primary school. As such the proposed power station
would have a major impact on an otherwise rural area which is made up
of prime dairy and arable land.
Other sites are available on the Estate which are closer to the required
source of gas and would have significantly less impact on local
communities.

their comments are isolated to the network’s ability to
supply electricity in accordance with their statutory
obligations. The capacity of the network is not in doubt.

WPL selected the WIE as the location for the WEC as it
is located close to a spur of the national gas distribution
network, located at Maelor Gas Works, approximately
2.5 km from the Power Station Complex Site.

No changes
required

There are no other sites on the WIE that can
accommodate the Power Station Complex, the
landscaping and ecological mitigation and the
construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.
In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m. The WEC
would not appear in contrast against the other large
industrial buildings with stacks on the WIE.

No changes
required.

WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is explained in
chapter 3, Site selection, alternatives and design
evolution, of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) and the
Planning Statement (Document reference: 5.2).
5. Environmental issues
We are concerned that the levels of noise would be highly intrusive to
such a rural setting and in particular it would affect the primary school
on land adjacent to the Kingmoor site.

In regard to the school referred to, the Landscape &
Visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES (Document
reference 6.2) provides an assessment of potential
visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative landscape
and ecological mitigation masterplan (Document
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reference: 2.9.1) has been submitted as part of the
Application.
The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the Power Station Complex Site to integrate it
with adjacent industrial estate structures and increase
the distance from Isycoed to the east.

No changes
required.

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.
Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the ES (Document Reference 6.2). The
final design will need to comply with the figures used in
the assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
We are also concerned that the proposal does not detail the size of the
building and its related coolers.

The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.

No changes
required.

Maximum building dimensions for each of the
components of the Power Station Complex, which were
used for the assessments, and drawings were
presented in the Preliminary Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) and the Non-Technical Summary (PEIRNTS). Within the PEIR we presented photomontages
without mitigation to inform the community and to
encourage feedback which could be considered in
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designing and preparing the landscape and mitigation
plans for submission.
6. Jobs
The number of proposed jobs which will be created is totally fictitious.
Construction work will be done under contract where teams of
experienced workers will arrive from around the country. The number
who will be recruited locally will be small, temporary by nature and have
no impact on the local economy.
As for those jobs relating to the ongoing operation of the plant, these
will be highly skilled jobs and will be filled with experienced staff from
around the UK, if not Europe.

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.
The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.

Hence we feel that the numbers of jobs stated in the proposal has no
basis in reality and as such the impact of this small power station on the
economy of Wrexham will be irrelevant.

WEC043

WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.

Proposed 299MWe Combined Cycle Gas Turbine Power Station –
Wrexham Industrial Estate
As residents in Isycoed, my partner [REDACTED] and I would like our
concerns regarding and objections to, the above proposal to be noted

Comment noted.

No changes
required.

The need for additional Energy Supply
There appears to be no evidence to support the need for any additional
power supply to Wrexham Industrial Estate. In fact the North West has

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning

No changes
required.
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a significant excess of supply over demand for electricity, as indeed
Scottish Power commented that it has sufficient resources to supply
power even in light of the proposed new development (i.e. North Wales
Prison, Wrexham). In the event of supply shortfalls is it not advisable to
resolve the problem by upgrading existing provider facilities, in the
areas of need, rather than creating needs where they do not exist?

Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.
SPEN owns and manages the electricity distribution
network for Wrexham. They are not a generator and
their comments are isolated to the network’s ability to
supply electricity in accordance with their statutory
obligations. The capacity of the network is not in doubt
WPL is not making a comment about the level of
generation in the wider North Wales area. Wrexham
and the WIE imports electricity from the Legacy Grid
Supply Point. Wrexham is a net importer of electricity
even after taking account the embedded renewable
generation in the general Wrexham area.

The proposed site
Following the original proposal the land requirements have now been
revised and reduced. It is therefore clear that there are more
appropriate sites within the Wrexham Industrial better suited to the
revised land requirement. One particular area at the site of the former
Maelor Gas Works is on a brown field site, it is further away from
residential properties and schools and is less intrusive to the landscape.
It has existing gas pipelines and overhead power lines and would seem
to be a more appropriate alternative for your consideration

The proposed output of the Wrexham Energy Centre
has reduced from up to 1,200 MWe to up to 299 MWe.
The footprint of the Power Station Complex doesn’t
reduce by the same amount.

No changes
required.

The site of the WEC was chosen for its proximity to both
the existing local electrical distribution network and a
spur of the gas NTS at Maelor Gas Works. The
Kingmoor Park South site represents an appropriate
site for the Scheme for these reasons and the existing
industrial planning consent and CHP potential.
There are no other sites on the WIE that can
accommodate the Power Station Complex, the
landscaping and ecological mitigation and the
construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.
In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
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permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.

WPL do not consider the Maelor Gas Works site
suitable for the WEC, for a number of reasons:

Noise and Emissions
Our concerns are also about the lack of information available regarding
size of the stacks, the height and width and inevitably the impact on the
surrounding landscape.
Noise levels currently feature in the background from Industrial Estate
and these levels increase noticeably in response to weather. The lack
information provided leads us to assume that noise levels will be
significantly increased should the proposed project be approved. In
additional concerns are raised regarding emission levels and the
monitoring thereof and the effect on the farming community and the

•

Maelor Gas Works is an operational site owned
and operated by both National Grid and Wales
and West Utilities.

•

It is not allocated for development and does not
have the benefit of a planning consent for large
scale development.

•

The site, although close to the existing single
circuit overhead power line (installed in 1963),
is remote from the Marchwiel substation to
which WPL wish to connect the WEC due to it
having more than a single connection.

•

The site is remote from the WIE and does not
therefore have potential to provide CHP to the
WIE which is a requirement of NPS-EN1.

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

No changes
required.

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
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possible consequences of adverse emissions on cattle, crops and the
indeed the food chain.

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.
The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).

Job creation
Compared with facilities of similar capacity the number of jobs allegedly
to be created, is grossly exaggerated and misleading and as such, it
would appear that the benefits in this respect outweigh the adverse
environmental effects on the immediate community and surrounding
areas.

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.

No changes
required.

The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
Consultation process
The many inconsistencies, lack of detail and vagueness about the
information provided does not inspire my support or support within the
community.

The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.

No changes
required.
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Maximum building dimensions for each of the
components of the Power Station Complex, which were
used for the assessments, and drawings were
presented in the Preliminary Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) and the Non-Technical Summary (PEIRNTS). Within the PEIR we presented photomontages
without mitigation to inform the community and to
encourage feedback which could be considered in
designing and preparing the landscape and mitigation
plans for submission.

I should be grateful if you would kindly acknowledge receipt of this letter
and look forward to receiving your comments regarding the above
issues.
WEC044

I wish to write to put my viewpoint across on the proposed application
by Wrexham power ltd on the siting and building of a turbine gas power
plant.
Firstly as the information put forward by WPL for connection to existing
power frame network presently owned by Scottish power is not
sufficient to take further loads!

WPL's design evolution has followed an iterative design
process which has influenced the shape and scale of its
project. It consulted at an early stage in the scheme
design in order to allow feedback to influence that
design. Therefore, by necessity, design parameters
were not fixed.
The response was logged with other responses to
consultation received by WPL.
Comments noted.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No changes
required.

No changes
required.

No changes
required.
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WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
Present proposed site is /has only planning for warehousing on a
portion of the overall site being mostly green belt fact!

Kingmoor Park South is not designated Green Belt land.

No changes
required.

As confirmed in the comment, the Power Station
Complex Site is already allocated for a large scale
development and planning permission has been
granted for a high bay warehouse and office building
totalling 24,303 sq m.

Siting of this plant so far away from gas supply is unnecessary and will
cause undue upset to the local environment and wildlife!

The site of the WEC was chosen for its proximity to both
the existing local electrical distribution network and a
spur of the gas NTS at Maelor Gas Works. The
Kingmoor Park South site represents an appropriate
site for the Scheme for these reasons and the existing
industrial planning consent and CHP potential.

No changes
required.

There are no other sites on the WIE that can
accommodate the Power Station Complex, the
landscaping and ecological mitigation and the
construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.

Siting of the plant to be landscaped the size being of such a scale no
amount of said could disguise the enormity of the construction so as to
spoil a rural community!

The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape and ecological mitigation masterplan
(Document reference: 2.9.1) has been submitted as part
of the Application.

No changes
required.

Chapter 11 of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) sets
out the likely significant effects of the WEC and how
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WPL propose to mitigate them
The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the Power Station Complex Site to integrate it
with adjacent industrial estate structures and increase
the distance from Isycoed to the east.

Why build and run a plant at 50% when other existing sites are at
present running at 50% why not increase loads elsewhere!

Exhaust from plant will descend on local properties as the odours from
Kellogg’s do so now across what is a farming/dairy area!

Internal road if constructed would raise noise levels even more so, there
is no further information as to what remainder of site to be used for this
coupled with pipe dimension lack of information could possibly lead to
for application, upscale after the precedent set!

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.
The internal road is not part of the Scheme. It relates to
the decision granted on the Kingmoor Park North site
(APP/H6955/A/12/2188910) and may only be built if that
consent is implemented.

No changes
required.

No changes
required.

No changes
required.

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
The remainder of the site will be user to provide
mitigation for the Power Station Complex.
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Stipulating at meeting that flue stack maximum of 50m tall but this
surely subject to environmental study!

Lack of general information or stone walled when questioned about
proportions of plan i.e. gas pipe size /bore for future expansion potential

As stated, the stack height has been confirmed as up to
50m. The studies to determine the maximum
dimensions of the Scheme have been completed and
are provided in the ES (Document reference 6.2).
WPL's design process has followed an iterative design
process which has influenced the shape and scale of its
project. It consulted at an early stage in the scheme
design in order to allow feedback to influence that
design. Therefore, by necessity, design parameters
were not fixed.

No changes
required.

No changes
required.

The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.
The WEC will extract gas from the NTS. The maximum
nominal bore of the Gas Pipeline has been specified as
400mm which is sufficient for a facility of upto 299MWe.

Viewing pictures misleading and perspective scale wrong or at very
least misleading flue stack showing approx 2m over boundary hedge on
picture there scale Kellogg’s actually taller real! And 5m shorter and
further away!

Further to the visualisations produced to support
statutory consultation, WPL has produced
photomontages from viewpoints agreed by WCBC and
CWC. They can be found at Photomontages and
Photographs of the WEC (Document reference 7.1).

Was told that the plant would produce less noise than a warehouse but
that not possible and with Kellogg’s producing over permissible levels

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

No changes
required.

No changes
required.
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now at 60db compounded with the new noise levels would be
intolerable!

Power consumption in this area is not significant there comment
‘importer’ of electric is true to any site including private dwellings as not
produced on self site!

Wpl will not and cannot directly supply any of the industrial estate!

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
WPL is not making a comment about the level of
generation in the wider North Wales area. Wrexham
and the WIE imports electricity from the Legacy Grid
Supply Point. Wrexham is a net importer of electricity
even after taking account the embedded renewable
generation in the general Wrexham area.
The Scheme incorporates the potential for a heat
network interface building from which it would be
feasible to process and supply heat to commercial uses
elsewhere within the WIE and makes the proposal CHP
Ready. An Energy Survey was prepared and circulated
to occupiers on the WIE to determine how they use
energy, and whether there are users which could
benefit from waste heat from the WEC. The survey
results identified the need. The exact nature of any heat
network would be subject to viability, commercial
discussions, additional consultation and planning
consents.

No changes
required.

No changes
required.

Early indications on the feasibility of employing CHP are
therefore favourable but further study is required to
confirm its technical and economic potential. This is
explained in further detail in the Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2).

Wpl will not own and run site or build plant just pr company!

WPL is the applicant for the Scheme and will be named
as the undertaker in the draft Order (Document

No changes
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Referecne 3.1). In order to construct and operate a
Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project, funding and
other issues will need to be carefully considered and
WPL is in no different position to any other project
promoter in this regard. WPL is committed to the
Scheme and to the local and national benefits that the
Scheme will bring including local employment.

Employment for the plant hugely elaborated as no local skill sets for this
type of work!

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.

required.

No changes
required.

The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.

Delusional as to devaluation of local property prices having been told by
local estate agents of significant lowering of prices!

The conclusions of the ES (Document reference: 6.2)
demonstrate that there would be no likely significant
effects on any residential receptors associated with the
construction, operation and decommissioning of the
Scheme.

No changes
required.
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I do not wish wpl to have access across my land them being a private
company and not a service company!

If necessary and required, these rights will be requested
with an offer of compensation.

No changes
required.

Comment noted.
No changes
required.

This is not just a ‘nimby’ attitude there process is seriously flawed and
misleading yes I have a vested interest in not having a power plant
directly to the rear of my property but there is not enough reasoning
behind this application to let it proceed in its present format if at all.
WEC045

I am writing to place on record my complete agreement with the
significant objections made by REDACTED and Wrexham Residents
Against Power Station (WRAP), both of which are attached to this
email, as part of the consultation process for the Wrexham Energy
Centre. Please add me as an individual, and above all, in my elected
representative capacity as the Member of Parliament for Eddisbury in
Cheshire, England part of the United Kingdom over which UK (at least
technically English & Welsh) laws take precedence when it amounts to
an energy, waste and environment matter as a formal registered
objector to these proposals and the relevant planning applications and
consultations that are associated with them.

Comments noted

No changes
required

Whilst both attached responses outline a number of serious concerns
with the proposal to build the Energy Centre, the main concerns I would
like to highlight are the visual impact of the two 50m towers; the
associated noise they will produce; and the emission and dispersal of
approximately 2000+ tonnes of CO2 and 2300+ tonnes of carbon each
year; all of this within 2 kms of my constituency boundary and the many
residents who live in the towns and villages and farm the countryside
around and beyond the proposed site. There do not appear to be any
binding plans or commitments at the applicant's cost and
monitored/audited responsibility to adapt/mitigate/offset this adverse,
significant and damaging pollutive effect, flying completely in the face of
all UK National Government and Welsh Assembly policy and ambition.

The Landscape and visual chapter, chapter 10, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment
of potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape masterplan (Document reference: 2.9.1) has
been submitted as part of the Application. Additionally,
WPL has produced photomontages from viewpoints
agreed by WCBC and CWC. They can be found at
WEC Photographs and Photomontages (Document
reference 7.1).

No changes
required

As the Member of Parliament for the area potentially most seriously

The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the Power Station Complex Site to integrate it
with adjacent industrial estate structures and increase
the distance from Isycoed to the east.
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adversely affected (due to the prevailing winds and amenity sight-lines),
I have raised repeatedly, not least recently in meetings at the
Westminster Parliament as part of evidence to the Silk Commission, the
serious democratic deficit in our Devolution settlements, as regards the
Welsh devolved Assembly, that as the elected representative for the
English constituents just across the contiguous boundary to the affected
area and jurisdictional responsibility I can raise the objections and
concerns with the Secretary of State for Wales who then refers me to
the Welsh Assembly Member with responsibility who then, in the past,
has sought to disclaim any accountability to me (or my constituents) as
we form part of a geographic area (affected by these proposals) but
which fall outside the electoral mandated area of political and
democratic accountability. I urge you therefore to recognise the interest
I and my constituents have in this matter and that you are accountable
to us in taking these representations fully into account and giving a
report as to the impact they have on the application.

I am content and request that my comments are put on the record and
form part of the official consultation process and publically available
documentations associated with this matter.
WEC046

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.
Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.
Comments noted.

No changes
required.

The site of the WEC was chosen for its proximity to both
the existing local electrical distribution network and a
spur of the gas NTS at Maelor Gas Works. The
Kingmoor Park South site represents an appropriate
site for the Scheme for these reasons and the existing
industrial planning consent and CHP potential.

No changes
required.

Re: Proposed 299MWe Gas Turbine Power Station – Wrexham
Industrial Estate
I make the following observations in relation to the above proposal:
1. I consider the proposed site to be wholly unsuitable for a structure of
this nature, size and scale. Despite its name, Wrexham ‘Industrial’
Estate largely houses contained, low level, trading units. The specific
site chosen is opposite a village primary school and adjacent to what is
largely a rural / agricultural community. The land was previously used in
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part as a car park; otherwise, it was and is largely green field. The
change of use and the visual impact of the structure will be seismic to
the area. A brown field, industrialised site away from residential
properties could and should have been chosen.

There are no other sites on the WIE that can
accommodate the Power Station Complex, the
landscaping and ecological mitigation and the
construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.
In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.

2. This is not a local project. There is already ample power supply
locally. The need for a local power station does not exist.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements, which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No change
required.

WPL is not making a comment about the level of
generation in the wider North Wales area. Wrexham
and the WIE imports electricity from the Legacy Grid
Supply Point. Wrexham is a net importer of electricity
even after taking account the embedded renewable
generation in the general Wrexham area.
3. As a local resident, parent and school governor, I have grave
concerns about noise and emissions from the power station. These are
likely to be at best intrusive and at worst damaging.

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings,
mitigating the affect on the primary school.

No change
required.

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
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Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES
4. The absence of detail in relation to the size of the building and height
of the stacks is particularly concerning, again in the context of this being
a flat, rural area.

WPL's design evolution has followed an iterative design
process which has influenced the shape and scale of its
project. It consulted at an early stage in the scheme
design in order to allow feedback to influence that
design. Therefore, by necessity, design parameters
were not fixed.

No change
required.

The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.
5. The disadvantages of this construction to the local community are
obvious. Yet it is hard to identify any corresponding benefits. It is highly
unlikely, in a specialist plant of this kind, that jobs will be created for the
local community. The supply of power in the area already outstrips
demand.

WPL's ES (Document reference 6.2.) sets out in detail
the likely significant effects of the WEC and WPL's
proposed mitigation measures. This includes local
benefits such as employment.

No changes
required.

WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
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construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.
WPL has considered WEC046 views.

No changes
required.

I strongly oppose this development as not only will it dramatically impact
on my life I believe it will also have a prolonged effect on the local
community. I list below the reasons why I feel so strongly about this
development and my lack of faith in Wrexham Power Limited and for
these reasons I respectfully request that you reject this application by
Wrexham Power. The residents of this area are only just coming to
terms with the fact that a prison is to be built in this area. One project of
this nature at a time is sufficient for any community to be expected to
endure.

Comment noted.

No change
required.

The Company.
Skelton Group Investments who are fronting the application under the
name of Wrexham Power Limited (WPL) are property developers and a
not power company. They have adopted the name to give them local
credibility; they have no interest in the development of the Wrexham
area its local residents or the ecology of the area.

Wrexham Power Limited is a joint venture between St
Modwen and Glenfinnan Properties, established with
the intention of promoting a new power station
development at Wrexham.

No change
required.

I request that my views are considered as part of the formal
consultation process.
WEC047

Reference- Proposed 299MW Gas Fired Power Station on the
Wrexham Industrial Estate,
Known as the Wrexham Energy Centre (WEC) or Wrexham Power
Limited (WPL)

At one of the local presentations they admitted once planning has been
approved they will sell on the asset to a third party.

Both companies have extensive experience in the
development and economic regeneration of sites
throughout the UK and also have extensive experience
in the energy sector.
WPL is the applicant for the Scheme and will be named
as the undertaker in the draft Order (Document
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Referecne 3.1). In order to construct and operate a
Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project, funding and
other issues will need to be carefully considered and
WPL is in no different position to any other project
promoter in this regard. WPL is committed to the
Scheme and to the local and national benefits that the
Scheme will bring including local employment.
The Site
This site was purchased from Fibreglass Company in the 1990, the land
was used as an employee car park, football pitch and as a general
recreation ground, prior to this it was used as agricultural land and in
more recent times as been leased to local farmer for agricultural use.

Comment noted.

No change
required.

The Kingmoor Park South site is not designated Green
Belt land.

The present owners Kingsmore applied for planning consent of a
warehouse which Wrexham Council rejected, as a consequence
Kingsmore took their application through the appeal system with the
Welsh Government who granted outline planning approval on the
understanding the land was being used for the development of a
warehouse which was paramount to the development of the
neighbouring business existence.
Once planning had been approved the neighbouring business was no
longer in a position to invest in the new warehouse, this left the land
available for Kingsmore to enter into an agreement with WPL on
retention of the land for further development.
The site is on the edge of the Wrexham Industrial Estate and to the best
of my knowledge has always been considered as green belt.

The Untruths
At the first consultation meeting I attended with WPL at the Redwither
Towers on the Wrexham Industrial Estate, I was informed that the
proposed development would bring cheap electricity to the industrial
estate; there would be no pollution, no noise. As there was only one

WPL were misinformed of the existing electrical
connections to the WIE. This has since been rectified
and been referred to by WPL in its comments regarding
the Electrical Connection.

No change
required.
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electricity supply to the industrial estate, by installing another supply this
would reduce the risk of power failure to the industrial estate.
Scottish Power has up to three supplies to the industrial estate. WPL
intended to install a new power line to the main national grid at Legacy
this means all the power would in fact be left to the national grid to
distribute and not necessarily benefit the local community.

The Scheme incorporates the potential for a heat
network interface building from which it would be
feasible to process and supply heat to commercial uses
elsewhere within the WIE and makes the proposal CHP
Ready. An Energy Survey was prepared and circulated
to occupiers on the WIE to determine how they use
energy, and whether there are users which could
benefit from waste heat from the WEC. The survey
results identified the need. The exact nature of any heat
network would be subject to viability, commercial
discussions, additional consultation and planning
consents.
Early indications on the feasibility of employing CHP are
therefore favourable but further study is required to
confirm its technical and economic potential. This is
explained in further detail in the Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2).
The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.
Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.

WPL make the claim that Wrexham imports electricity from out of the
area. This could be said to apply to most large of the towns or cities in
the United Kingdom. Wales is home to some 18 power station
(Wikipedia. August 2014) plus offshore wind farms.

Wrexham and the WIE imports electricity from the
Legacy Grid Supply Point. Wrexham is a net importer of
electricity even after taking account the embedded
renewable generation in the general Wrexham area.

WPL claimed this site was the only one available due to the size of this

The proposed output of the Wrexham Energy Centre

No change
required.
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development.
Since the original proposal was revealed WPL have reduced the size of
the development and will now only use a small part of the land available
on this site, they claim it is their intention to allow the rest of the land to
lie fallow. This would be good land left to go to waste. At a public
planning appeal for the adjacent land it was agreed that a roadway
between the two neighbouring sites could be built across this site
joining them together

has reduced from upto 1,200 MWe to upto 299 MWe.
The footprint of the Power Station Complex doesn’t
reduce by the same amount. There are no other sites
on the WIE that can accommodate the Power Station
Complex, the landscaping and ecological mitigation and
the construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.
In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.

Pollution
It is a known fact that the burning of fossil fuels emits chemicals which
can be dangerous to the health of humans. Since I live downwind of the
proposed site I fear my health and that of the local community would be
put at risk. If there were to be no pollution, which is the argument WPL
put forward, I ask why there is a need to build such high chimney
stacks?

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

No change
required.

Noise!
As this is a new project how can they say there will be no noise
pollution? (I respectful point out that noise is unwanted sound) and
during construction there will be dust, noise and pollution in the area.

As stated, the WEC will use gas and steam turbines as
part of the generating process. These turbines will
generate noise but will be enclosed in acoustically
attenuated buildings.

No change
required.

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
Light Pollution

External lighting will be limited to the Power Station

No changes
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This site is surrounded by well-established trees and undergrowth
which is rich with nocturnal wild life, the introduction of lighting will
disrupt this ecology.

Complex and access roads only and will be of a
specification that minimises light pollution. This will
ensure that the Ecological Mitigation Area and other
areas within the Power Station Complex Site remain
dark at night.

WPL claim they can supply heat or steam to local businesses on the
industrial estate but could not tell me if they had contacted anyone who
might be interested in taking them up on their offer. At a later
presentation by WPL claimed Kellogg¹s could be interested but would
not comment if they had been in contact with them.

The Scheme incorporates the potential for a heat
network interface building from which it would be
feasible to process and supply heat to commercial uses
elsewhere within the WIE and makes the proposal CHP
Ready. An Energy Survey was prepared and circulated
to occupiers on the WIE to determine how they use
energy, and whether there are users which could
benefit from waste heat from the WEC. The survey
results identified the need. The exact nature of any heat
network would be subject to viability, commercial
discussions, additional consultation and planning
consents.

required.

No change
required.

Early indications on the feasibility of employing CHP are
therefore favourable but further study is required to
confirm its technical and economic potential. This is
explained in further detail in the Planning Statement
(Document reference: 5.2).
At the last public consultation presentation in Isycoed Village Hall, WPL
tried to show photographic images of their proposed site. The
photographs clearly distorted the landscape to the advantage of
WPL.which the WPL member could only agree with and said he would
make sure future photographs would reflect the truth.

Further to the visualisations produced to support
statutory consultation, WPL has produced
photomontages from viewpoints agreed by WCBC and
CWC. They can be found at Photomontages and
Photographs of the WEC (Document reference 7.1).

No change
required.

Future Employment
WPL claim that 800 jobs would be generated during the construction
and 30 jobs would be generated once the plant is up and running.
Whilst a power station development of the same size in Hirwaun (South

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site

No change
required.

532

Wales) the projected employment figures are 150-200 construction
workers with only 15 permanent jobs generated, I feel once again we
are being misled.

and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.
The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
Hirwuan is a different project, albeit of the same rated
output, which will utilise different technology and have
different mitigation and cannot be compared with the
Scheme.

By reducing the size of the project WPL claim the installation of a power
line and pylon over a large part of the countryside had been removed
from their plans, and that Scottish Power would only need to make
some small modifications to the national grid infrastructure. It is my
understanding from enquiries carried out by Wrexham Residents
against the Power Station (WRAPS) that a substantial amount of work
would be needed and could not rule out the need for more and bigger
pylons.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
My Conclusion
If such a power station is needed in Wrexham (which is doubtful) now
the project has been reduced to a lesser size why not use some of the
brown sites on the industrial estate in a more central position to give
more businesses the opportunity of ³cheap heat/steam² or put it nearer
the proposed prison so that the infrastructure for heat and steam could
be incorporated in the design. This would leave the land at Bryn Lane to
be used for agricultural purposes and retain its green belt status. This

The proposed output of the Wrexham Energy Centre
has reduced from up to 1,200 MWe to up to 299 MWe.
The footprint of the Power Station Complex doesn’t
reduce by the same amount. There are no other sites
on the WIE that can accommodate the Power Station
Complex, the landscaping and ecological mitigation and
the construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.

No change
required.
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would also preserve the wildlife in the area. Whilst driving home
recently a stoat crossed the road in front of me, a beautiful sight. All this
will be destroyed if you were allow this preposterous, monstrous blot to
emerge upon our landscape.

In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m. The WEC
would not appear in contrast against the other large
industrial buildings with stacks on the WIE.
WPL’s consideration of alternative sites is explained in
chapter 3, Site selection, alternatives and design
evolution, of the ES (Document reference: 6.2) and the
Planning Statement (Document reference: 5.2).
As stated the early indications on the feasibility of
employing CHP are favourable but further study is
required to confirm its technical and economic potential.
This is explained in further detail in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2).
As stated, Noise assessments and mitigation measures
are described in the Noise and vibration chapter,
chapter 9, of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The
final design will need to comply with the figures used in
the assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.

WEC048

Proposed 299 MWe Combined Cycle Gas Turbine Power Station –
Wrexham Industrial Estate
Firstly can I inform you that I work for an Environmental Monitoring
Company and have over 25 years experience in stack emissions
testing. I have worked extensively in all manner of industries and have
extensive knowledge of the power industry.
So, we have considered your proposal and would like to make the
following points / objections as part of the consultation process.

Comment noted.

No change
required.
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1) Consultation
We note that we were not actually consulted as part of your public
consultation. We only found out about your proposals during a casual
conversation with one of our neighbours on the evening of your public
exhibition at the Is y Coed Village Hall. So that you know we actually
missed the public consultation / exhibition at the Village Hall despite it
being only 4 doors down the road.

WPL issued consultation material using Royal Mail
Postcode data to all addresses located in the
consultation zone. WEC048's address may not have
been included if the property was a new build or the
address had only recently come into existence. We note
that a response was received from WEC048 to the
consultation.

No change
required.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No change
required

Consequently we attend the exhibition the following day at Marchwiel.
At that exhibition we questioned why we had not been consulted and
your representatives produced their mailing list and we were not listed
on it. They then produced a set of plans / maps of the surrounding area
and our house wasn’t on their plans. This then made us question what
other errors that there are within your proposal and who else had been
excluded from the consultation process.
Again whilst at Marchwiel we engaged the representatives in dialogue
on some technical questions such as ‘Is the proposed Plant going to be
a base load station’ this question couldn’t be directly answered. In fact
one of the responses we got was ‘if this power station isn’t built, then
the lights will go out in Wrexham’. We found this to be scaremongering,
ill advised and factually incorrect.
We were then told that this proposed power station would prevent
Wrexham from having to rely on imported energy. I can only assume
that your representatives don’t actually know how the National Grid
works. If you argument for the building of this power station is that each
area should locally produce its own electricity, then I would question
who the local customers are for your proposed Plant at Meaford near
Stone in Staffordshire.
Speaking to members of WRAPS I note that Scottish Power have
raised concerns about the ease of the connectivity of your Plant to the
National Grid and I know that WRAPS have stated that the consultation
if therefore fundamentally flawed.

WPL is not making a comment about the level of
generation in the wider North Wales area. Wrexham
and the WIE imports electricity from the Legacy Grid
Supply Point. Wrexham is a net importer of electricity
even after taking account the embedded renewable
generation in the general Wrexham area.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection

No change
required.
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for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.
Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).

No change
required.

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
2) Noise
We note that there are currently high background levels of noise within
the area, which seems to have increased during the summer months
and we feel that your proposed Plant will only add to this.
I am going to perform a campaign of noise measurements at our
property so that we have a recognised before measurement. This can
then be used as a comparison if you actually get planning permission
for your Plant.

I believe that for Industrial Plant the noise emission levels should be 55
decibels at the Site boundary and 45 decibels at dwellings. Given that
the Kellogs Plant (which is further away) generates noise that is
currently above 45db at our house, then I cannot see how a
combination of kellogs and your proposed Plant can achieve the legal
night time levels.

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

No change
required.

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
Comment noted.
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3) Emissions
Obviously your proposed Plant is a gas fired Plant and simple chemistry
would suggest that when you combust (oxidise) methane, then you
should generate carbon dioxide and water vapour (see below).
CH4 + 2 O2 = CO2 + 2 H2O
However, during periods of incomplete combustion (oxidation), then you
only partly oxidise the methane and actually produce formaldehyde gas.
CH4 + O2 = CH2O + H2O.
Formaldehyde is a known carcinogen and its measurement is currently
a growth area within the business that I work for (not that I’m touting for
business as I actually don’t want your Plant to be built).
Under the correct conditions formaldehyde is known to polymerise and
produce Para-formaldehyde., which is a solid. I see that the farming
community around Is y Coed and the Cheshire borders area have
raised concerns over your potential emissions entering the food chain
and I have to concur that this is a strong possibility. Especially since I
note that you appear not have performed a dispersion modelling
exercise to accurately calculate your required stack height.

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

No change
required.

The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).
Comment noted.

I believe that your will be regulated as a Part A process and if the
proposed plant is built, then it will not only be regulated under the Large
Combustion Plant Directive (LCPD), but that you should be regulated
under the Industrial Emissions Directive and as such your NOx
emissions levels should be controlled to below 50mg/m3.
There are several means of reducing NOx emissions and sometimes
this is performed by injection ammonia or urea into the gas stream to
reduce the NOx to nitrogen and oxygen. However, when this is not
accurately controlled, then one of the by products is nitrous oxide (N2O)
and this gas is a greenhouse gas and has an equivalent effect of 300
times that of carbon dioixide. It is also an anaesthetic.
Whilst not infringing client confidentiality I have firsthand experience of
measuring start up emissions from similar plant and have seen stack
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emission levels of carbon monoxide that are in excess of 20,000ppm.
4,000ppm is a lethal dose.
I am going to write to your potential regulator to ask them to write into
your proposed plants’ Environmental Permit that it has a continuous
emissions monitor system (CEMS) that monitors for formaldehyde,
carbon monoxide and nitrous oxide. I will also request a copy of any
LCPD monthly report.
Talking of greenhouse gases we note that your representatives at
Marchwiel stated that your proposed emissions of carbon dioxide are
385g/kWh. My experience is that figure is normally closer to 450g/kWh
and so I would ask you to justify your figures.
If you are truly operating at 385g/kWh and are expecting to generate
299MWh, then your hourly emissions of carbon dioxide are 385 x 1000
x 299 = 115115000g/hr = 115.115 Tonnes/hr.
If your proposed plant operates at full capacity for an entire year, then
your carbon dioxide emissions would be 1008407 Tonnes/yr. We have
to ask, is this acceptable given that you are burning a fossil fuel.
4) Need
It is well known that the North West of England has a glut of power plant
and most of them have an export facility, for example EON’s plant at
Winnington. Given that heavy Industry within the North West is
shrinking then these type of Plant are currently looking for customers
and the National grid is the only answer. We further note that they are a
number of energy from waste plant currently being constructed in the
North West and so we would question why we need a new energy plant
that doesn’t operate using a renewable fuel source.

Comment noted.

No change
required.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No change
required.

We note that one of the hot topics in this week’s news is that Brussels
have legislated against the sale and manufacture of large motor
vacuum cleaners. They are trying to reduce energy usage within
Europe and by definition greenhouse gases and global warming. So,
even though it is a small step, it is one in the right direction.

538

It is also well documented that large areas of council housing in the
North West of England have had photovoltaic cells fitted to their roves
which obviously are designed to generate local electricity and reduce
the need for large power plant.
5) Employment
We note that you claim that the Plant will generate 30 permanent jobs
and 800 jobs within the construction industry. My experience tells me
that the permanent jobs (which I assume will be operative etc) won’t
actually be filed by local people as I have every confidence that you will
recruit from other power plant. I regularly meet operatives at other
power plant that commute over 50 miles per day per way. As for 800
construction jobs we think this is vastly exaggerated as we note that a
similar project at Hirwaun has stated 400 jobs. We further doubt that
this Plant will actually enhance the economy of Wrexham.

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.

No change
required.

The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
Hirwuan is a different project, albeit of the same rated
output, which will utilise different technology and have
different mitigation and cannot be compared with the
Scheme.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.
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WEC049

I understand that Scottish Power dispute the assurance given by
Wrexham Power Limited with regard to the Electrical Connection
requirements of your proposed power station on the Wrexham Industrial
Estate. In such circumstances people, including WCBC before they
themselves agreed the scope of consultation, may well have been
misinformed.
I am therefore writing to object to your proposals as I am concerned that
the information given by Wrexham Power as a basis of the 'consultation'
is incorrect. I would be willing to withdraw my objection if further
discussions with Scottish Power show that the Electrical Connection
requirements are in accordance with the assurances given by Wrexham
Power.

WEC050

I believe that today is the last day of the consultation process for the
proposed power plant on Wrexham industrial estate.
I would like to express my views on the matter and object to the
proposal.
In 2013 I was made aware of the initial proposal for a larger power plant
by a neighbour. I had not received a letter from Wrexham Power. My
initial concerns were in relation to the large pylons which could be
erected within view of our house and close enough for me to want to
investigate any health issues.
After talking with other people, and the 'Wrexham Residents Against
Power Scheme' group, I then became concerned that the information
being publicised by WPL wasn't necessarily correct.
Since then the plans have been altered to a much smaller power plant
and the Electrical Connection removed from the proposal. As part of the
formal consultation I received communications from WPL as I had
registered as an interested party. However yet again no generic letter

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
As part of its non-statutory consultation, WPL engaged
at a very early stage in the design stage to allow
feedback to be taken on board (as it has been). At the
statutory consultation stage WPL published a detailed
PEIR, an English and Welsh version of a supporting
Non-technical summary, a summary booklet and
support redline boundary plans. As such, WPL
considers that it has provide as much detail as possible
whilst also balancing this with consulting early enough
in the design process of the scheme to allow feedback
to be taken onboard.

No change
required.

Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it consulted in
2012 in non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. The Statutory
Consultation was undertaken between 14 July and 24
August 2014 which is a period longer than the statutory
minimum period specified in the PA2008. The
consultation was carried out in accordance with the
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has been received by ourselves or our neighbours. So if we had not
been contacted in 2013 by a local resident we would still be unaware of
this. How many other people are unaware of it?

published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.
WEC050's address was in our address list and would
have been sent a letter with the Consultation Booklet
included at the launch of statutory consultation

At the local Marchwiel presentation by WPL as part of the consultation I
was generally reassured by the revised plans. But when I asked I was
advised that the jobs created would be no more likely to go to local
residents than to anyone else in the country or even EU which annoyed
me as WPL were originally using this selling point in the local press.

When I asked why the power station was scaled down in the proposal I
was advised it was a combination of environmental factors, local views
and the gas supply required. The environmental factors quoted were
extremely vague and I would like to know what exactly these are and
was a study even done. Great crested newts, badgers and bats were
mentioned but it didn't really sound like a detailed study had been done
as the exact location of the badgers couldn't be named and I was then
told ‘well there might be badgers’.
If there are issues with the gas supply will there be a more detailed
proposal for a new gas link outside of this project or is it all covered in
these plans?

WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.

No change
required.

WPL's ES (Document reference 6.2.) sets out in detail
the likely significant effects of the WEC and WPL's
proposed mitigation measures.

No change
required.

In accordance with environmental legislation WPL are
not permitted to disclose the location of any badgers or
setts

A planning application will be submitted to WCBC for
the Gas Connection. WPL can confirm that its
environmental assessment has cumulatively assessed
the Gas Connection together with the Scheme and
other relevant developments (See Document reference:
6).

No change
required.
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A great concern is the electrical link from the new power plant into the
national grid. This element has been removed from the proposal.
Please can you confirm that any pylons required in future will be no
larger than the existing pylons which currently run to Bangor on Dee
and then on to Legacy. I think that by removing this part of the proposal
WPL's intention is to falsely reassure the local communities and stop
the opposition to the plans. However once the power plant is approved
then undoubtedly any modifications to the electrical link will
subsequently also be approved and we don't know what they could
include. At this point in time I have no idea if Scottish Power, or
whoever takes on the task, will need to change the electrical link,
increase the size or number of pylons or change the route to Legacy.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
I am also concerned with the visual impact of the new power plant and
the pollution which will be emitted. There is no compensation being
offered to locals whose house prices will fall because of this project. It is
not in sight of our house but the local water plant tanks which were
erected a few years ago are and we were not consulted on them and
have received no compensation for them. I would not want the residents
of Isycoed to suffer in the same way.

The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape and ecological mitigation masterplan
(Document reference: 2.9.1) has been submitted as part
of the Application.

No change
required.

The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the Power Station Complex Site to integrate it
with adjacent industrial estate structures and increase
the distance from Isycoed to the east.
The conclusions of the ES demonstrate that there would
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be no likely significant effects on any residential
receptors associated with the construction, operation
and decommissioning of the Scheme, including those in
Isycoed.
My main area of concern is the global impact of yet another fossil fuel
burning power station. This planet is about to be hit by several tipping
points which mean it will be too late to reverse the impacts of global
warming. I no longer see this proposal as just a threat to the value of
my house or annoying as WPL appear to be misleading people. If we
do not dramatically cut our Co2 emissions we will not be able to stop a
global crisis.
Tipping points are feedback loops, where climate change feeds back on
itself and causes rapidly accelerating, catastrophic consequences. For
example as the polar ice caps melt the area of white snow which
reflects light and heat back out into space also reduces. More heat is
therefore retained by the planet and the cycle accelerates. As the
ground frost melts methane is released, again accelerating the process.
These are just a few of the issues which accelerate global warming.
Ourselves, children or grandchildren will have far more serious
problems than worrying about than having enough electricity to run the
dishwasher, boil the kettle and watch Corrie at the same time!!!
I don't really want any pylons here but if it were connected to a wind
farm I would much prefer it.
I am sure WPL as a profit making organisation have no interest in any
of these points. The government on the other hand should be doing
something. I know they are trying to supply power to a growing
population and won't do anything without public pressure. Well here is
my opinion. Lets hope the UN and world leaders can do something at
the New York climate change summit in September.

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). This concludes that all
residential, commercial and industrial properties and
ecological receptors are likely to remain unaffected by
dust throughout the construction period. The effect of
traffic emissions during the construction and operational
phases of the development are anticipated to be neutral
resulting in no significant effects. None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

No change
required.

As explained in the Planning Statement (Document
reference: 5.2) that accompanies the Application,
National Policy Statements confirm the urgent national
need for new gas and renewable energy generation
capacity in tandem.
WPL will comply with relevant Government legislation
and policy, including that which relates to carbon
capture and storage.
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WEC051

Following my e-mail (copy below) I have been in contact with Scottish
Power and have been advised that there is a strong possibility that a
new 132kV overhead line will be required to connect your proposed
power station to the National Grid at Legacy. This would be completely
contrary to the assurances given by Wrexham Power Limited and
confirms that the 'consultation' is based on false information and that
interested parties have been badly misled. In such circumstances the
'consultation' is of little / no use particularly relating to the Electrical
Connection.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required

I have therefore decided to object to the proposals on the basis that I
am not convinced that what we have been told about using the existing
Scottish Power network for exporting electricity is true. In general I do
not have an objection to the proposals as stated in your documentation.
However I understand from Scottish Power that your statements with
regard to the Electrical Connection requirements for the station are
incorrect and that considerable work is required to identify what is
required in this regard.

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).

No change
required.

Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it consulted in
2012 in non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. The Statutory

No change
required.

This aspect of your proposals affect a large number of people and many
communities. As your documentation is incorrect, many people will
therefore have been misled with regard to the potential impact of your
proposals. Indeed you state in your documentation that the pylon
requirements are a source of considerable local concern and it is
therefore clear that without accurate information it is not possible to
make considered comments on your proposal.
I would therefore respectfully ask that you suspend your consultation
until firm plans are in place with regard to the Electrical Connection
requirements.
WEC052

I am writing to register my objection to your latest proposal for a power
station on the grounds of inadequate consultation based on a scant
appraisal of the need for power lines. From the beginning this proposal
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appears to have been an attempt to mislead both the local council and
the population specifically of Bangor on Dee. The first proposal omitted
Bangor on Dee as a meeting venue to show your plans, which
considering it is the largest population centre locally and would have
been affected by tall pylons seems to have been a deliberate attempt to
minimise opposition and gain approval by subterfuge.

Consultation was undertaken between 14 July and 24
August 2014 which is a period longer than the statutory
minimum period specified in the PA2008. The
consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.

Your current proposal does not appear to have fully worked out the
power lines necessary and so I reiterate I object on the grounds of
insufficient consultation based on scant information. I suspect you may
be trying to mislead yet again.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
WEC053

I am still concerned after seeing the consultation how electricity from
the plant is going to get to the electric grid.
Wrexham Power say the upgrade will suffice while Scottish Power do

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection

No change
required.
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not confirm this, so until this is confirmed
I feel planning should not be given.

for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).

WEC054

Wrexham Power Station statutory consultation response
Having fiercely opposed the 1200mw power station proposal I have
cautiously welcomed WPL¹s revision to a smaller 299Mw power station
(in particular, the elimination of a 400kv Electrical Connection).
However, I am very concerned that accurate detail of the required
132kv connection for this new sized power station (whether by upgrade
or a new system) has been omitted from this consultation.
At the formal consultation in July I was given a very comprehensive,
powerpoint presentation by Daniel Chapman from WPL showing the
revisions to the existing Scottish Power 132KV connection. I was told
that this would be sufficient to meet the electrical export requirements of
the new power station. These revisions were all upgrades and
improvements to the existing connection and all changes would be
Œbetterment¹ to the existing 132kv connections. Again, this was
something I welcomed.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
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Since then, however, I understand that Scottish Power have not
confirmed that the existing electrical system can be used. Indeed, that
more detailed work is required and that it may even be necessary for a
new 132kV connection from the power station to National Grid legacy. If
this is the case then the formal consultation is misleading and
inadequate, especially since much of the passionate objection from the
local community to the original proposal was due to the visual blight of
the Electrical Connection. It seems that by including the best-case
scenario for the Electrical Connection in this formal consultation local
concerns will have been covered off¹. If a consultation is to be fair and
accurate then surely the worst-case¹ scenario should be included in the
application?
Please can you provide clarity and assurance that if there is anything
other than an improvement to the existing 132kv connections that WPL
will conduct further formal consultation with the community. If a whole
new connection resulted from this proposal then the community will
have been widely mislead. I do hope that is not the case but if it is then I
must unfortunately object to the proposal.
WEC055

I am writing in response to the proposed Energy Power Station planned
for location on the Wrexham Industrial Estate.
Despite recent public consultation I remain sceptical about the
transparency of the whole project and the real / tangible benefits to the
local area.
The initial talk was of a large scale power station and the consequential
requirement for significantly sized pylons running through beautiful rural
landscape. Allegedly the power station capacity has since been
reviewed and reduced thus eliminating the requirement for new pylons
or a new route. This feels dubious in my opinion and the consultation
left me feeling even more sceptical. I have the impression the power
station and the pylons may become two separate projects and therefore
the pylon concern will resurface in due course at which point the

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
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application for the power station will have been rubber stamped.

the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).

The benefits claimed to the local area are merely a means to seduce
the Wrexham Council and perhaps the wider public of Wrexham who
are unaffected by such a proposal. The number of jobs created will be
minimal and in reality the energy will not service the local industry or
community and is an unfair mechanism to leverage such a project given
the potential disruption to the local area which will leave a lasting
footprint on the landscape.

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.

No change
required.

The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
Finally, I continue to object to this proposed project on the basis I still
mis-trust Wrexham Power and its real intentions. Given we are soon to
be faced with a large scale prison on our doorstep this is yet another
reason we have to stand up for our environment and area.
Furthermore I wish to voice my concern over the way the consultation
invites were distributed, once again many friends also living in the
locality did not receive any notification on the consultation process and
when challenged at Piercy Hall consultation the representative did not
give a particularly robust answer on his methodology of circulation.

Comment noted.

No change
required.

WEC055's address was included in the list of addresses
that fell within the consultation zone and it would have
sent a letter. WPL issued consultation material using
Royal Mail Postcode data to all addresses located in the
consultation zone.

No change
required.

WPL has responded to WEC050's comments.

No change
required.

I look forward to your response on this matter.
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WEC056

I have written before both privately and on behalf of WRAPS, objecting
to, and questioning your earlier proposals for a 1200MW power station.
In respect of the proposals for a 1200MW those objections still stand,
the reasons why are within letters of 22 August 2012, 20 February 2013
a forwarded letter addressed to the Chief Executive of WCBC on 9
January 2013 and most recently 15 August 2013.

Comment noted.

No change
required.

With regard to the revised proposals, a submission from WRAPS was
e-mailed to you on 18 August as an immediate response to the public
consultation.

Comment noted.

No change
required

Please find below the reasons why as a private individual I object to the
revised proposals.

Comment noted

No change
required.

Setting aside all the arguments of necessity, technical, environmental,
and visual impact; a development that could now bring benefit to local
businesses with no new high voltage power lines, but instead modest
system reinforcement, is likely to find more support than previously.

Comment noted.

No change
required.

Consultation to date has been designed thus, to re-assure people and
emphasise positive benefits, e.g. the meeting with Councillors in March,
Communities in July, through your website and a meeting held with
myself and other members of WRAPS on 2 May 2014. Minutes of that
meeting, which have been agreed by you confirmed statements that
there would be no new high voltage power lines and that there would be
benefits to businesses on the industrial estate. All of the above has
gone a long way towards eliminating the passion felt by so many
against the early proposals.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

The reason I object is that I am not entirely convinced by the statements
that there will be no new power lines, or indeed that there will be
economic and reliability of supply benefit to local businesses. I have
come to this opinion having read the submission by Steven Edwards of
Scottish Power in May to the Planning Inspectorate, and having spoken
with Mr Edwards on Friday 22 August.

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).

549

If following more work Scottish Power propose a new 132kV connection
from the Industrial Estate to Legacy to meet your projects connection
requirements rather than the modest reinforcement we have been led to
believe I shall feel that I and many others have been misled.

An Energy Survey was prepared and circulated to
occupiers on the WIE to determine how they use
energy, and whether there are users which could
benefit from waste heat from the WEC. The survey
results identified the need. The exact nature of any heat
network would be subject to viability, commercial
discussions, additional consultation and planning
consents. This would be undertaken if the Order is
made.
Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).

If as promoters of this project you were then to justify proceeding on the
basis of interpretations of law, National Policy statements and the like,
the result would be a question mark of the integrity and morality not just
of the individuals promoting Wrexham Power but all of the members of
the Boards of Directors of St Modwen, Glenfinnan and indeed Local
Dialogue in their role managing stakeholder relations. I would seek to
expose this in extensive media coverage. It would also restart active
campaigning against the project and possibly legal action should PINS
ultimately determine in your favour given the basis on which
consultation was agreed with WCBC and subsequently been carried
out.

No changes
required.

Comment noted.

No change
required.

I hope that I am wrong and that I am unduly concerned. When more
detailed information is available I would be willing to withdraw my
objection if my concerns are proved to be unfounded.
WEC057

Proposed 299MWe Combined Cycle Gas Turbine Power Station Wrexham Industrial Estate
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As a concerned resident of Bryn Lane on the Wrexham Industrial Estate
I would like to register my objections to the proposal:

Comment noted

No change
required.

* Noise and Emissions
As residents we already suffer the effects of factory and traffic noise 24
hours a day. We are also not confident that the emissions from such a
facility would be safe. Although I am mindful that property prices are not
a planning consideration it is a very important consideration for
residents who are already facing a possible decrease in value from the
proposed prison.

The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings.

No change
required.

Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.
The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).
The conclusions of the ES (Document reference: 6.2)
demonstrate that there would be no likely significant
effects on any residential receptors associated with the
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construction, operation and decommissioning of the
Scheme.

WEC058

* Jobs
We do not feel that the promise of a few jobs is sufficient justification for
building this power station.

WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.

* Need
We have not seen any evidence to suggest that this facility is needed
by local people or industries which tends to suggest that we would be
suffering from the close proximity of a power station that is of no benefit
to the locality or it's people.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

I look forward to hearing from you with news of the cancellation of this
proposal.

Comment noted.

You recently formally consulted with a limited number of local
communities and explained that descriptions of building and chimney
heights were worst-case scenarios and that much more detailed work
was needed to give definitive dimensions. You also explained that if as
a result of that work, building or chimney heights needed to be greater
than described in your application that you would have to start again in
the process of seeking consent. This has been a matter of some
concern for residents of Isycoed who reside close to the proposed site
and that explanation was probably offered by yourselves to give them
some re-assurance.

WPL's design process has followed an iterative design
process which has influenced the shape and scale of its
project. It consulted at an early stage in the scheme
design in order to allow feedback to influence that
design. Therefore, by necessity, design parameters
were not fixed.

No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required.

No change
required.

The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES

552

(Document reference 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.
The Landscape and visual chapter, chapter 10, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment
of potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape masterplan (Document reference: 2.9.1) has
been submitted as part of the Application. Additionally,
WPL has produced photomontages from viewpoints
agreed by WCBC and CWC. They can be found at
WEC Photographs and Photomontages (Document
reference 7.1).
All the other communities between the power station site and National
Grid Legacy on the other side of Wrexham have been presented with a
best-case scenario. A scenario that presumes exported electricity can
make use of the existing Scottish Power infrastructure. I believe that
this is again probably being done to re-assure those communities.
I understand that Scottish Power have not confirmed that the existing
electrical system can be used, that more detailed work is required and
that it may be necessary for a new 132kV connection from the power
station to National Grid legacy.
May I ask what is the logic of an application being considered during a
formal consultation process without either a clear explanation of the
options of how the power station is to be connected, or a worst case
scenario such as a new overhead line?

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).
WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
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WEC059

WEC060

Are you considering any further consultation events - 3 events over a
three day period does not seem to constitute a very pro-active and
engaging programme, especially as the events were held during the
school holidays.

Regarding WPL’s consultation process, it consulted in
2012 in non-statutory consultation pursuant to a
Consultation Plan agreed with WCBC. The Statutory
Consultation was undertaken between 14 July and 24
August 2014 which is a period longer than the statutory
minimum period specified in the PA2008. The
consultation was carried out in accordance with the
published SoCC which was agreed by WCBC. As such,
WPL considers its consultation have complied with the
PA2008 requirements. Additionally, any consultation
responses received after the 24 August 2014 have been
considered and captured in this report.

No change
required.

Could you plead advise as to any future events as a development of
this magnitude calls for a more comprehensive approach to early
stakeholder engagement.

An update around the Gas Connection and consenting
process was sent to those living in the consultation
zone on 20 January 2016.

No change
required.

We are in complete agreement with all the points raised by Isycoed
Community Council in their letter of 7th August 2014. In this letter they
have provided compelling planning reasons as to why this proposal
should no longer be pursued which we trust will be supported by the
Planning Inspectorate.

Comment noted.

No change
required.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No change
required.

We would particularly like to emphasise a couple of the more macro
points made in the Community Council’s letter regarding the siting of
these power station both nationally and regionally which we believe
should be fundamental considerations for the whole proposal before
having to address any specific issues relating to the proposed site on
Wrexham Industrial Estate.
You have fully acknowledged that this power station will be mainly used
to feed electricity into the National Grid to address the shortfall over the
coming years which will be particularly acute in London and the SouthEast largely through the imminent closure of a number of power station
in this region.
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So what is clear is that the poorer parts of the country will now be
targeted to house these filthy power stations so that the former power
station sites in the South-East can be cleaned up by the likes of St
Modwen and used for commuter housing to continue to drive our
beloved London power base. As a result the London and South-East
house prices will continue to rise rapidly whilst the rest of the country
continues to get poorer by the day. This is simply not acceptable and
trying to fact track such ill-thought out proposals through the 2008
Planning Act will not work unless the government want civil war to break
out!
As London and the South-East is the greatest area of need then this is
where the new power stations need to go and any arguments over more
valuable land uses cannot be allowed to prevail.
If our part of the country did, in due course, need to shoulder its share
of the nation’s burden the existing ‘bad neighbour’ areas should be fully
explored first. What was very surprising when I attended your exhibition
was the distinct lack of knowledge of our area by the development
team.

The site of the WEC was chosen for its proximity to both
the existing local electrical distribution network and a
spur of the gas NTS at Maelor Gas Works. The
Kingmoor Park South site represents an appropriate
site for the Scheme for these reasons and the existing
industrial planning consent and CHP potential.
The Power Station Complex Site is already allocated for
a large scale development and planning permission has
been granted for a high bay warehouse and office
building totalling 24,303 sq m.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

Anyone with an ounce of knowledge would know that the most obvious
location for such a facility would be around Stanlow and Ince on the
M56 corridor which is the well established location for such bad
neighbour petrochemical/heavy industrial operations with excellent
existing infrastructure. Sadly the development team who all seemed to
hail from the dear South-East were distinctly unaware of this eminently
suitable alternative location, and remain convinced that a site
overlooking sensitive open countryside on the edge of a very low scale
industrial estate with no existing ‘bad neighbour’ operation and poor
existing gas & electric infrastructure is the one to go for.
It is deeply concerning that such an idiotic proposal can be allowed to
proceed as far as it has resulting in the need for us to write such a letter
and more importantly severely blighting all those people currently trying

The conclusions of the ES (Document reference: 6.2)
demonstrate that there would be no likely significant
effects on any residential receptors associated with the

No change
required.
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WEC061

to sell their houses in our local area.

construction, operation and decommissioning of the
Scheme.

By copying this letter to all appropriate central government and local
government bodies I sincerely hope that pressure can be exerted to
stop this madness before it is allowed to proceed any further.

Comment noted.

No change
required.

I read with interest your company’s Scoping Report, of April 2014,
outlining your revised proposals regarding power output and
distribution. Your decision to abandon the earlier ideas of new 400kv
pylons but rather to upgrade, maintain the same height, the existing
Scottish Power system, will greatly reduce the environmental impact on
Bangor-on-Dee and much of the apprehension of the community. I note
with appreciation this change of direction.

Noted.

No change
required.

It is in this more positive climate, therefore, that I would ask you to
consider the impact of proposed pylons and cables in relation to our
local wildlife, in particular, the large resident flock of Mute Swans which
frequent the River Dee at or near Bangor.

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

On numerous occasions young and adult swans have been killed or
seriously mutilated by flying into power cables concentrated in areas of
frequent take off and landing at Bangor.
I personally have been required to call upon the RSPCA on a number of
occasions to deal with swans damaged by collision, [photographic
material enclosed] and whose injuries are almost always fatal.
Mute Swans most often take off and land during the early morning or
late evening, regularly at a time when visibility is poor. Deflectors,
placed along power lines at points where cables cross the River Dee at
Bangor would greatly reduce/eliminate this problem.
Over the years numerous requests have been made, both by me and

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
There are devices that can be attached to overhead
transmission lines that prevent bird strikes and this
should be discussed further with SPEN.
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Bangor Community Council, to have this provision made. Both Manweb
and subsequently Scottish Power, have frequently agreed to fit such
deflectors but to date have failed to do so.
In spite of regular promises to comply with our requests, promises
initially outlined in the local press, excuses have been made, primarily
quoting the difficult of access and the shutting down of power supply.
Should your proposals go through, the ideal opportunity would arise to
provide this protection at a time of minimum disruption. In doing so you
would provide a valuable service to an iconic species of British wildlife
and allay the concerns of the community with regard to their welfare.
I am aware this request is peripheral to Wrexham Power’s main
concerns but your support regarding this issue would be viewed very
favourably by many members of our community.
WEC062
WEC063

See WEC023
1. Why is the new energy centre not superimposed on the aerial view of
the estate to ease location and indicate perspective size?

See WEC023
The Landscape & visual chapter, chapter 10, of the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
potential visual impact of the WEC and an illustrative
landscape and ecological mitigation masterplan
(Document reference: 2.9.1) has been submitted as part
of the Application.

See WEC023
No change
required.

The Power Station Complex is located in the south-west
corner of the Power Station Complex Site to integrate it
with adjacent industrial estate structures and increase
the distance from Isycoed to the east.
2. Why are the indicative views not referenced on a key plan to indicate
point and direction of aspect?

WPL has produced photomontages from viewpoints
agreed by WCBC and CWC. They can be found at
Photomontages and Photographs of the WEC
(Document reference 7.1). These are correctly labelled,
as they were in WPL's PEIR.

No change
required.
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WEC064

I gave up time on 22nd July to attend the exhibition at Isycoed Village
Hall as the expensive printed booklet posted to me did not even include
a site plan. As a near neighbour of the proposed development, it would
be useful to know where it might be. Even as the exhibition I had to ask
for the location to be explained as it had no site plan on show. How
inefficient.

WPL has set out the WEC locations in a number of
plans and has also described its location as being on
Kingmoor Park South. Layouts, site plans and
supporting information have been provided throughout
the consultation.

No change
required.

I do not agree with this proposal. There are sites on the Wrexham
Industrial Estate which could accommodate this development without
taking green agricultural land.

There are no other sites on the WIE that can
accommodate the Power Station Complex, the
landscaping and ecological mitigation and the
construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.

No change
required.

In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
WEC065

What risks are associated with the operation of this type of installation?

WEC066

My main concern is that this project does not result in the installation of
large overhead pylons ruining our picturesque countryside.

WEC067

Dear Sirs, I understand the need for this project as I live outside the
visual area. I cannot comment but I am concerned about any air

WPL's ES (Document reference 6.2.) sets out in detail
the likely significant effects of the WEC and WPL's
proposed mitigation measures.
The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the

No change
required.

No change
required.
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pollution and also water pollution. This project is close to the banks of
the River Dee and many people in this area have wells to water their
crops. So will this affect the water supply?
Thank you

ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.
The Water environment chapter, chapter 14, in the ES
(Document reference 6.2) provides an assessment of
water elements of the Scheme. The WEC will not
abstract water from, or discharge water into, rivers.
Comment noted however, by way of clarification the
Scheme will have a maximum output of 299MWe rather
than 399MW

No change
required.

No changes
required.

WEC068

I am pleased that you have scaled back your proposals to a 399Mw
power station and that the result is for no significant change to the
distribution network. For good PR, I suggest you look favourably upon
the communities who are very concerned at your initial proposals.

WEC069

Was concerned about this pylon issue but now that has been resolved I
hold no objections

Noted.

No change
required.

WEC070

I have been following the project from its inception. I feel there are only
some minimal environmental downsides which I am sure will be
resolved. The sooner it is built the better.

WPL welcomes and notes support for the project.

No change
required.

WEC071

BLANK ENTRY

Recorded to ensure a complete record.

WEC072

BLANK ENTRY

Recorded to ensure a complete record.

WEC073

Not needed. Connah’s Quay only working on two thirds power 18 miles
away. We do not need more. Only required for Wrexham Power profit.

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No change
required.
No change
required.
No change
required.

WEC074

Very useful insight/explanation of proposed plans for meeting energy
needs in the future. Seems to have a welcome/low impact on the

Comment noted.

No change
required.
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environment. It is important that all concerns raised we accept seriously
and solutions found. If it goes ahead ongoing dialogue is crucial but if
engage everyone with an interest and to deal with unexpected issues
which inevitably arise once construction and operation of the new
development begins.
A phone number to ring with concerns is very important.

At present, WPL has a freephone number through
which the project team can be commented.
WPL welcomes and notes support for the project.

WEC075

Very informative meeting, good luck with planning

No change
required.
No change
required.

WEC076

Good explanation, well done research into area, glad about pylon
decrease in size and seems better option and planning to first idea

WPL welcomes and notes support for the project.

WEC077
WEC078

See WEC006
Proposed 299MWe Combined Cycle Gas Turbine Power Station –
Wrexham Industrial Estate

See WEC006

See WEC006

The Grid Connection Statement (Document reference:
8.1) explains the anticipated requirements for the
Electrical Connection. It also explains where WPL is in
the process regarding securing an Electrical Connection
for the Scheme. WPL can confirm that an application for
an electrical connection has been submitted to SPEN.
As the promoter of any works that may be required in
order to deliver the Electrical Connection, SPEN will
consult as appropriate on its proposals at the relevant
time.

No change
required.

Isycoed Community Council has considered the above proposal and
would make the following points as part of the formal consultation
process.
1. The consultation process
The Community Council feel that the extent of the current formal
consultation is flawed and inappropriate given the uncertainty
expressed by Scottish Power Manweb plc over the feasibility of
connection to their existing power lines. This is also acknowledged at
para 3.11 page 23 of your Peir Report
During the informal consultation process, many other communities were
consulted and made comment. These communities have been excluded
from the current process because of your assumption (contradicted by
Scottish Power) that the Electrical Connection can be made under
permitted development rights or other powers and do not form part of
the Development Consent Order application. In effect, these
communities have been disenfranchised and the Community Council

Paragraph 4.9.2 of NPS EN-1 makes clear that power
stations and their electrical connections are not required
to be consented at the same time (for example this was
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feel that the entire operation and connections should form part of the
DCO submission and be the subject of full consultation. It is not
acceptable that consent may be given for the power station in isolation
without knowing the full implications of the required Electrical
Connections.

the approach taken for the Hinkley Point C Nuclear
Power Station and its electrical connection).

There is a general lack of detail within the documents to make a
informed judgement on the proposal. For example, there are statements
outlining the current landscape features but little information on
proposals to enhance the landscape to mitigate the effects of the
development. The building dimensions are indicative, the stack heights
are estimates and will not be known until further work is carried out for
the environmental regulators and permit requirements, the finish of the
buildings is not discussed.

The Scheme has been environmentally assessed in line
with what is known as the ‘Rochdale envelope’
principle, which allows for parameters of a scheme to
be assessed. This means there is some flexibility in the
design envelope to allow for final design. The ES
(Document reference: 6.2) explains this further and
defines the maximum dimensions of each element of
the Scheme.

WPL can confirm that its environmental assessment
has cumulatively assessed the anticipated Electrical
Connection together with the Scheme and other
relevant developments (See Document reference: 6.2).
No change
required.

Maximum building dimensions for each of the
components of the Power Station Complex, which were
used for the assessments, and drawings were
presented in the Preliminary Environmental Impact
Report (PEIR) and the Non-Technical Summary (PEIRNTS). Within the PEIR we presented photomontages
without mitigation to inform the community and to
encourage feedback which could be considered in
designing and preparing the landscape and mitigation
plans for submission.
WPL's design evolution has followed an iterative design
process which has influenced the shape and scale of its
project. It consulted at an early stage in the scheme
design in order to allow feedback to influence that
design. Therefore, by necessity, design parameters
were not fixed.
2. Site selection

No change
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The site was originally selected on the land requirements for a
1200MWe power station. Now the requirement is much reduced at ¾ ha
for built development (para 5.10 page 28 of the Peir report), the
Community Council feel that a new site appraisal should have been
undertaken. This may have revealed that other sites within the Industrial
Estate and less visually intrusive would be more appropriate.
The Council also feel that as the primary function is to supply the
National Grid, location is not critical and more consideration should
have been given to utilizing existing redundant power station sites
available for redevelopment or indeed, focusing on areas where the
infrastructure is already in place such as Stanlow, Ince and the M56
corridor in Cheshire.
Serious consideration should have been given to locating the power
station at the site of the former Maelor Gas Works. This area is a brown
field site, is located further from residential properties, is not adjacent to
a primary school and would have the obvious advantage (both
environmentally and financially) of not requiring a 3km gas pipeline as
well as being immediately adjacent to the existing overhead power lines
you hope to connect with.

The proposed output of the Wrexham Energy Centre
has reduced from upto 1,200 MWe to upto 299 MWe.
The footprint of the Power Station Complex doesn’t
reduce by the same amount. There are no other sites
on the WIE that can accommodate the Power Station
Complex, the landscaping and ecological mitigation and
the construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.

required.

In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
The site of the WEC was chosen for its proximity to both
the existing local electrical distribution network and a
spur of the gas NTS at Maelor Gas Works. The
Kingmoor Park South site represents an appropriate
site for the Scheme for these reasons and the existing
industrial planning consent and CHP potential.
WPL do not consider the Maelor Gas Works site
suitable for the WEC, for a number of reasons:
•

Maelor Gas Works is an operational site owned
and operated by both National Grid and Wales
and West Utilities.

•

It is not allocated for development and does not
have the benefit of a planning consent for large
scale development.

•

The site, although close to the existing single
circuit overhead power line (installed in 1963),
is remote from the Marchwiel substation to
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which WPL wish to connect the WEC due to it
having more than a single connection.
•
It is a matter of fact that both your proposed site and the adjoining
Kingsmoor Park north site have valid planning consents for B1 and B8
uses (not B2 as you state on page 20 of your Peir Report) which were
granted on appeal by the Planning Inspectorate. However, both
Inspectors were clearly influenced by and attached significant weight to
the fact that it was claimed they were to be used for the expansion of an
existing adjoining business creating up to 160 jobs. This is clearly
reflected in both appeal decisions. It is misleading to state on page 24
of the Peir that your proposed site formed part of the Owens Corning
buildings. In fact, it housed a car park and the remainder was green
field. It was not covered with substantial buildings or any that created an
adverse visual impact. Whilst the Industrial Estate may be defined as
large in terms of acreage, it does not house comparable uses.
There are no proposals shown for how the remaining site area will be
used or indeed if any landscaping will be undertaken on the Eastern
boundary to help mitigate the development from the Residents in
Isycoed. It is conceivable that if the Kingsmoor Park North site is
developed by the haulage company already occupying the former
Owens Corning site there may be a requirement to construct an internal
road way across this land to provide access (this was revealed at the
time the applications were considered). This could impact further on the
residents living along the B5130 at Isycoed.
3. Need
It is stated that the proposal provides an opportunity to improve the
power supply to the Industrial Estate and reduce the area’s reliance on
imported energy as well as improving energy security
The North West has a significant excess of supply over demand for
electricity. Indeed, Connah’s Quay in the neighbouring county of

The site is remote from the WIE and does not
therefore have potential to provide CHP to the
WIE which is a requirement of NPS-EN1.

No change
required.

Planning consent for Kingmoor Park South, the
proposed location of the Power Station Complex Site
was granted at appeal (Appeal Ref:
APP/H6955/A/09/2113258). Paragraph 64 of the appeal
decision, under the section ‘Formal Decisions’, says, ‘I
allow the appeal, and grant planning permission for
B2/B8 development and associated ecological……..’
The site is described in the ES (Document Reference:
6.2) as a partly greenfield and partly brownfield site. We
explain the former brownfield areas of the site and their
former use.
An Illustrative Landscape and Ecological Mitigation plan
is included with the application (Document Reference
2.9.1) which shows how the site, in addition to the
Power Station Complex is to be developed including
landscaping along the eastern boundary of the site.
The haulage company has a temporary licence to
occupy the former Owens Corning car park.
No change
required.
The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
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Flintshire is a major source. It is not critical that a new power station is
built at Wrexham and it is not practicable that every area has its own
power station to be self sufficient. Perhaps the site search should be
focused on where the need is the greatest – the South of England.
In considering the application for a new prison with 2000+ inmates
together with all ancillary services, Scottish Power commented ‘that
there is enough capacity in the local infrastructure to supply the
development’ (source: Vol 2 para 5.34 Environmental Statement Main
Report – North Wales Prison, Wrexham).
The Community Council are of the view that a power station in
Wrexham is neither required nor desirable at the proposed location and
that any shortcomings in local supply can be remedied by upgrading
existing facilities through the energy provider
4. Noise and Emissions
Whilst some information is contained within the Peir it is felt that this is
insufficient to allay the fears of residents. They already suffer from
relatively high background noise levels from the Industrial Estate
particularly during the summer months and when the prevailing wind is
evident. Noise attribution has always been an issue given the various
employment activities on the estate and the varying tonal changes
which can be intrusive but masked by an average leq noise reading.
The stack heights and diameters are important to the community. It is
felt that modeling exercises should have been undertaken and a clear
indication on stack heights given (it is assumed the 50m height is a
worse case scenario). Again, there is an assumption that air quality is
good although there is a monitoring station at the local school, located
there specifically because of previous concerns. The area is of a
dairy/arable farming community and the Community Council are
concerned that there could be implications both on the immediate
community and further afield over the Cheshire border if emissions are
allowed to enter the food chain through cattle or crops.

the Application.
WPL is not making a comment about the level of
generation in the wider North Wales area. Wrexham
and the WIE imports electricity from the Legacy Grid
Supply Point. Wrexham is a net importer of electricity
even after taking account the embedded renewable
generation in the general Wrexham area.
SPEN owns and manages the electricity distribution
network for Wrexham. They are not a generator and
their comments are isolated to the network’s ability to
supply electricity in accordance with their statutory
obligations. The capacity of the network is not in doubt.

No change
required.
The WEC will use gas and steam turbines as part of the
generating process. These turbines will generate noise
but will be enclosed in acoustically attenuated buildings,
mitigating the affect on the primary school.
Noise assessments and mitigation measures are
described in the Noise and vibration chapter, chapter 9,
of the ES (Document Reference: 6.2). The final design
will need to comply with the figures used in the
assessment and will be provided for in the
environmental permit for the Power Station Complex.
Effects on air quality and emissions from the WEC are
considered in the Air quality chapter, chapter 8, of the
ES (Document reference: 6.2). None of the air quality
objectives for human health or ecology will be exceeded
as a result of the stack emissions. On that basis the
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effect of stack emissions is considered to be not
significant. Air quality assessments and mitigation
measures are described in the ES.

5. Jobs
The Community Council are not convinced that the amount of
employment allegedly to be created (30 permanent and 800
construction) is realistic when compared to other facilities of a similar
capacity. The figures appear to be over inflated by 100% when
compared with a comparable facility at Hirwaun and it is felt that the
small number of jobs created do not outweigh the adverse
environmental effect of the proposal. There is no mention of whether
these are full time equivalent jobs. By comparison, the proposal for a
Prison in Wrexham has revealed that the creation of ‘local jobs’ in
reality is defined as living within a 50 mile radius of the site or an hour
commuting time. Obviously the construction jobs are short term and the
project would undergo a tendering process which would not necessarily
employ local labour.

The Power Station Complex is anticipated to require a
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Trading permit (See the
details of the Other Consents and Licences Document
((Document reference: 5.6)).

No change
required.

The Socio-economics chapter, chapter 6, in the ES
(Document reference: 6.2) provides an assessment of
the job creation related to the WEC. 495 peak
construction jobs for the Power Station Complex site
and 20 construction jobs for the Gas Connection has
been estimated having obtained information from EPC
contractors for similar CCGT power station
development together with professional judgement.
The operational jobs were assessed in the same way.
Hirwuan is a different project, albeit of the same rated
output, which will utilise different technology and have
different mitigation and cannot be compared with the
Scheme.
WPL has committed to, within Requirement 14 of the
draft Order (Document reference: 3.1), to promote local
economic benefit from the development including
invitation to tender from companies within the County
Borough of Wrexham, to use local people and local
businesses, where appropriate, in relation to the
construction of the development and a strategy for the
provision of training opportunities for local companies or
local people who are employed to work on the
development.
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WEC079

A power station is neither required nor desirable at the proposed
location

The WEC will meet the UK's strategic need for new
sources of power generation, as identified in National
Policy Statements which are outlined in the Planning
Statement (Document reference: 5.2) that accompanies
the Application.

No change
required.

The site of the WEC was chosen for its proximity to both
the existing local electrical distribution network and a
spur of the gas NTS at Maelor Gas Works. The
Kingmoor Park South site represents an appropriate
site for the Scheme for these reasons and the existing
industrial planning consent and CHP potential.

No change
required.

There are no other sites on the WIE that can
accommodate the Power Station Complex, the
landscaping and ecological mitigation and the
construction laydown area and retain the potential to
connect to the NTS.
In addition, the Power Station Complex Site is already
allocated for a large scale development and planning
permission has been granted for a high bay warehouse
and office building totalling 24,303 sq m.
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APPENDIX 31: LOG OF CONSULTATION PHONE CALLS AND WPL'S
RESPONSE

DATE

04/07/14

TIME

Received S42 consultation but
has recently been away on
holiday so missed consultation
events, has returned and is now
seeking clarification of route of
pipeline which looks to take up
more land and also what
restricitions a pipeline may
14:30 place on activity on land

06/08/14 n/a

06/04/14

CALL

Called with query about location
of SPEN managed substations
and the supply of discounted
power - Abbas to call back

Caller attended exhibition event
and spoke to team and later
reviewed documentation on
website. Caller said
documentation on the website
refers to WPL applying for a
proposal and this contradicted
what was said as consultation
event. Caller requested details
of the Electrical Connection and
how this would be made and
when information would be
15:00 made public.

RESPONSE

Referred to Simon Keefe
who answered points.
Stakeholder will consider
the proposal and provide a
written response to WPL in
due course.

Abbas to call back
It was confirmed that the
caller was looking at
superseded document in
the Archive section of the
website Library that related
to earlier 1.2GW proposal.
Documents have been
provided in the Archive so
that stakeholders can see
how the project has evolved
in response to non-statutory
consultation and
stakeholder discussions.
The caller was searching for
the website through Google
rather then typing in the
website URL, which
presented the old project
summary out of context. It
was explained that the
Electrical Connection would
not form part of the DCO
and would be embedded in
the existing electricity
distribution network,
facilitated by upgrades that
are the responsibility of
SPEN. It was explained the
discussions had taken place
and an initial feasibility
study would form the basis
of a methodolgy report, to
be submitted with the
Application.
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06/08/14

Calling regarding statutory
consultation documents
11:00 received and more information

Caller was told the Council
can submit comments on
the plans as part of the
consultation before
submitting a DCO app to
PINS

Called regarding the sale of his
property, he has now sold his
property but for less than
anticipated. The new buyer is
aware of power station
proposals and but the
stakeholder wants to know how
WPL will compensate him on
the matter.

Call back regarding property

11/08/14

Explained where substations
were located and took further
details of query regarding
discounted power. To confirm
examples with project team and
13:30 call the stakeholder back

Provide the staekholder with
example of power station
with commercial agreement
to supply power directly to
neighbouring properties

15/08/14

Notification of objection to
project and that a response will
16:15 be sent

Will send in letter explaining
objections

09/09/14

Following up compensation
query, project team unavailable
at time of call, message left
stating that he was going on
holiday and was expecting a
13:00 response

09/09/14

Returned the above
stakeholders call call, nobody
15:45 there

09/09/14

Returned call, explained that he
had been waiting for a reply,
and that the matter is becoming
critical as he is due to exchange
contracts with the buyer, he
would like a response before
the end of next week otherwise
16:00 he will escalate the matter
Chase team for response

n/a

n/a

Voicemail: Requested update
on project

Call returned and update
provided
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Appendix 32 – Engagement post-statutory consultation
In summer 2015, decisions were made by the Secretary of State for Energy
and Climate Change on associated development set a precedent for
associated development related to Nationally Significant Infrastructure
Projects (NSIPS).
Associated development for NSIPS in Wales is now consented by the local
authority. As this is the case, WPL will submit a planning application for the
Gas Connection.
On 20 January 2016, WPL wrote to 2,771 addresses in its statutory
consultation zone with a leaflet providing an update on the project and its
intention to submit a planning application for the Gas Connection to Wrexham
County Borough Council, the local planning authority. WPL also confirmed
that it would continue to receive feedback on the project prior to submitting its
feedback.
In response to this update, one written question was received about the Gas
Connection and it is provided below:
Please explain in detail how you are going to get sufficient gas supply from
Maelor Gasworks. The supply to that gas works goes [into/through] several of
my fields. It is an old 18” supply installed in 1968/69.
Any substantial increase in pressure in this pipe must surely provide a high
risk of leakage.
WPL has conducted a thorough assessment of the WEC’s Gas Connection
and existing infrastructure. From these studies WPL has developed is
connection route and design specification for the Gas Connection pipeline.
The pipeline will be built to meet the requirements of the Health and Safety
executive and will not put an unmanageable strain on the existing 18” pipeline
to the Maelor Gas Works.
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Appendix 33 – Business Energy Usage Survey
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