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1.1.7

INTRODUCTION

Background

On 13 September 2017, the Planning Inspectorate (the Inspectorate)
on behalf of the Secretary of State (SoS) received a scoping request
from Drax Power Ltd (the Applicant) under Regulation 10 of the
Infrastructure  Planning  (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2017 (the EIA Regulations) for the proposed Drax
Repower Project (the Proposed Development).

In accordance with Regulation 10 of the EIA Regulations, an Applicant
may ask the SoS to state in writing its opinion “as to the scope, and
level of detail, of the information to be provided in the environmental
statement’.

This document is the Scoping Opinion (the Opinion) provided by the
Inspectorate on behalf of the SoS in respect of the Proposed
Development. It is made on the basis of the information provided in
the Applicant’s report entitled ‘Drax Repower Project — Environmental
Impact Assessment Scoping Report’ (the Scoping Report). This
Opinion can only reflect the proposals as currently described by the
Applicant. The Scoping Opinion should be read in conjunction with the
Applicant’s Scoping Report.

When submitting the request for a Scoping Opinion, the Applicant
also notified the SoS under Regulation 8(1)(b) of the EIA Regulations
that they propose to provide an Environmental Statement (ES) in
respect of the Proposed Development. Therefore, in accordance with
Regulation 6(2)(a) of the EIA Regulations, the Proposed Development
is determined to be EIA development.

Regulation 10(9) of the EIA Regulations requires that before adopting
a scoping opinion the Inspectorate must take into account:

a) any information provided about the proposed development;
b) the specific characteristics of the development;

c) the likely significant effects of the development on the
environment; and

d) in the case of a subsequent application, the environmental
statement submitted with the original application.

This Opinion has taken into account the requirements of the EIA
Regulations as well as current best practice towards preparation of an
ES.

The Inspectorate has consulted on the Applicant’s Scoping Report and
the responses received from the consultation bodies have been taken
into account in adopting this Opinion (see Appendix 2).
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The matters addressed by the Applicant have been carefully
considered and use has been made of professional judgement and
experience in order to adopt this Opinion. It should be noted that
when it comes to consider the ES, the Inspectorate will take account
of relevant legislation and guidelines. The Inspectorate will not be
precluded from requiring additional information if it is considered
necessary in connection with the ES submitted with the application
for a Development Consent Order (DCO).

This Opinion should not be construed as implying that the
Inspectorate agrees with the information or comments provided by
the Applicant in their request for an opinion from the Inspectorate. In
particular, comments from the Inspectorate in this Opinion are
without prejudice to any later decisions taken (eg on submission of
the application) that any development identified by the Applicant is
necessarily to be treated as part of a Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project (NSIP) or associated development or
development that does not require development consent.

Regulation 10(3) of the EIA Regulations states that a request for a
scoping opinion must include:

a) a plan sufficient to identify the land;

b) a description of the proposed development, including its location
and technical capacity;

c) an explanation of the likely significant effects of the development
on the environment; and

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

The Inspectorate considers that this has been provided in the
Applicant’'s Scoping Report. The Inspectorate is satisfied that the
topic areas identified in the Scoping Report encompass the matters
identified in the EIA Regulations.

In accordance with Regulation 14(3)(a) where a scoping opinion has
been issued in accordance with Regulation 10, an ES accompanying
an application for an order granting development consent should be
based on “the most recent scoping opinion adopted (so far as the
proposed development remains materially the same as the proposed
development which was subject to that opinion)”.

The Inspectorate notes the potential need to carry out an assessment
under The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as
amended) (the Habitats Regulations). This document must be co-
ordinated with the EIA, to avoid duplication of information between
assessments.
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The Planning Inspectorate’s Consultation

In accordance with Regulation 10(6) of the EIA Regulations the
Inspectorate has consulted the consultation bodies before adopting a
scoping opinion. A list of the consultation bodies formally consulted
by the Inspectorate is provided at Appendix 1. The consultation
bodies have been notified under Regulation 11(1)(a) of the duty
imposed on them by Regulation 11(3) of the EIA Regulations to make
information available to the Applicant relevant to the preparation of
the ES. The Applicant should note that whilst the list can inform their
consultation, it should not be relied upon for that purpose.

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

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

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

Article 50 of the Treaty on European Union

On 23 June 2016, the United Kingdom (UK) held a referendum and
voted to leave the European Union (EU). On 29 March 2017 the Prime
Minister triggered Article 50 of the Treaty on European Union, which
commenced a two year period of negotiations regarding the UK’s exit
from the EU. There is no immediate change to legislation or policy
affecting national infrastructure. Relevant EU Directives have been
transposed into UK law and those are unchanged until amended by
Parliament.
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THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

Introduction

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

Description of the Proposed Development

The Applicant’s description of the Proposed Development, its location
and technical capacity is provided in Scoping Report sections 1.1 and
chapter 5.

The Proposed Development comprises the conversion of up to two
coal fired units of the existing Drax Power station to combined cycle
gas turbine (CCGT) units capable of generating up to 3,600MW. The
power station would require a new gas pipeline of approximately 3km
which would either form part of the Proposed Development or for
which consent would be sought through the Town and Country
Planning Act. A battery storage facility with capacity of up to 200MW
would also be constructed and an upgrade to the existing National
Grid 400kV substation on the power station site may be required
(however the latter of these works may be undertaken separately
through permitted development rights). A range of associated
development would also form part of the Proposed Development.

The proposed application site is located on and adjacent to the
existing Drax Power Station near Selby, North Yorkshire.
Approximately 60ha of the application site is located on land within
the ownership of the Applicant; this comprises the curtilage of the
existing Drax Power Station and the jetty. There are currently two
route corridors under consideration for the proposed gas supply
pipeline, covering approximately 162ha of agricultural land to the
east of the Drax Power Station. A site location plan is provided at
Figure 1 of the Scoping Report and existing land use is detailed within
Table 4.1 of the Scoping Report.

The Scoping Report highlights that the site boundary depicted on the
plan sufficient to identify the land (i.e. the boundary presented for
scoping) does not denote the final application boundary for which
development consent will be sought. However, it is currently
considered to be the maximum extent of all potential permanent and
temporary works required.
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The Planning Inspectorate’s comments
Description of the Proposed Development

The Scoping Report states that it is not yet determined whether the
works to the National Grid substation and the gas supply pipeline
would comprise part of the authorised development within the DCO.
It is expected that this will be determined by the time the application
is made. However, the Scoping Report has at this stage presented
these elements as forming part of the Proposed Development and
therefore they have been considered as part of this Scoping Opinion.
lif the works do not form part of the DCO, the Inspectorate would
expect to see consideration of these works within the cumulative
effects assessment.

The description of the Proposed Development within the Scoping
Report is relatively high level (at this stage) which does affect the
level of detail possible in the Inspectorate’s comments. The
Inspectorate expects that at the point of application, the description
of the Proposed Development will be sufficiently developed to include
further details regarding the design, size and locations of the different
elements of the Proposed Development. Where flexibility is sought
the ES should clearly set out the maximum parameters that would
apply. This should include the footprint and heights of both temporary
and permanent structures and land-use requirements for all phases
and elements of the development. Figures identifying the locations of
individual elements and diagrams depicting the electricity generation
process should be included as this will aid the understanding.

The Scoping Report states that there would be up to four Heat
Recovery Steam Generators, each with a main stack up to 70m in
height. A bypass stacks would also be required. The ES should
identify not only the height and number of stacks, but also their
diameters and locations.

The Scoping Report identifies temporary construction-related
structures, e.g. a mobile crane (which would be utilised alongside an
existing jetty) and a temporary pedestrian bridge. The ES should
identify the likely dimensions associated with these structures and
the duration of their use. Any works required to facilitate the use of
the jetty (e.g. to the existing roads or vegetation) should also be
described.

The Scoping Report does not indicate whether the pipeline would be
constructed using open cut trench technology or alternative methods.
The installation technique has the potential to meaningfully influence
the potential effects from the construction of the pipeline. This
information must be provided within the ES, alongside details of the
necessary working width and any related construction compounds.

The ES should provide full details of the requisite demolition works; it
should also be clear within the ES exactly which of the existing
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facilities would be demolished and which would remain. The
Inspectorate considers that figures would be useful to visually depict
this.

Figure 1 of the Scoping Report indicates that some of the areas within
the application site would only be required for the construction phase.
It would be useful for the ES to clearly delineate the land that would
be required temporarily during construction, and the land that would
be required for the operational phase.

Section 5.4.1 of the Scoping Report states that the Proposed
Development is expected to operate for 25 years, with the potential
for extension dependent on an investment decision to be made at the
time. At the end of its operating life, the generating unit, battery
storage facility and gas pipeline would be shut down and
decommissioned. The ES should provide further details on the
decommissioning process, for example whether it would be
demolished in full or whether certain elements may remain in-situ
(e.g. the gas pipeline).

Where relevant, the Applicant should describe any production
process, including energy demand and energy used and the nature
and quantity of the materials and natural resources (including water,
land, soil and biodiversity) used. The likely significant effects
associated with any particular technologies or substances proposed to
be used should be described and assessed.

2.3.10 The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments of the Marine

Management Organisation (MMO). Should any of the activities
identified in section 4 of their response be required as part of the
Proposed Development, the Applicant should ensure that these are
described within the ES and assessed accordingly.

2.3.11 The Scoping Report does not identify the need for dredging. However,

the Inspectorate has had regard to the comments of the MMO and
considers that if dredging is required, this should be described and
any impacts assessed accordingly within the ES.

Alternatives

2.3.12 The EIA Regulations require that the Applicant provide ‘A description

of the reasonable alternatives (for example in terms of development
design, technology, location, size and scale) studied by the
developer, which are relevant to the proposed project and its specific
characteristics, and an indication of the main reasons for selecting
the chosen option, including a comparison of the environmental
effects’.

2.3.13 Section 2.5 of the Scoping Report explains that given the nature of

the Proposed Development, alternative sites (other than pipeline
route options) are not considered a viable or suitable alternative and
will not be appraised within the ES. Whilst this approach is noted, the
Inspectorate recommends that this is explained within the ES.

10
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Flexibility

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the Inspectorate’s Advice Note
nine ‘Using the ‘Rochdale Envelope’l, which provides additional
details on the recommended approach.

The Applicant should make every attempt to narrow the range of
options and explain clearly in the ES which elements of the Proposed
Development have yet to be finalised and provide the reasons. At the
time of application, any Proposed Development parameters should
not be so wide-ranging as to represent effectively different Proposed
Development. The development parameters will need to be clearly
defined in the draft DCO (dDCO) and therefore in the accompanying
ES. It is a matter for the Applicant, in preparing an ES, to consider
whether it is possible to robustly assess a range of impacts resulting
from a large number of undecided parameters. The description of the
Proposed Development in the ES must not be so wide that it is
insufficiently certain to comply with the requirements of Regulation
14 of the EIA Regulations.

It should be noted that if the Proposed Development changes
substantially during the EIA process and prior to submission of the
application the Applicant may wish to consider requesting a new
scoping opinion.

1 Advice Note 9: Using the Rochdale Envelope. 2012. Available at:
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/leqgislation-and-advice/advice-notes/

11
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EIA APPROACH AND TOPIC AREAS

Introduction

This section contains the Inspectorate’s specific comments on the
scope, and level of detail of information to be provided in the
Applicant’'s ES. General advice on the presentation of an ES is
provided in the Inspectorate’s Advice Note seven ‘Environmental
Impact Assessment: Preliminary Environmental Information,
Screening and Scoping’® and associated appendices.

Matters are not scoped out unless specifically addressed and justified
by the Applicant, and confirmed as being scoped out by the
Inspectorate. The ES should be based on the Scoping Opinion in so
far as the Proposed Development remains materially the same as the
Proposed Development described in the Applicant’'s Scoping Report.
The Inspectorate has set out in this Opinion where it has/has not
agreed to scope out certain topics or matters on the basis of the
information available at this time. The Inspectorate is content that
this should not prevent the Applicant from subsequently agreeing
with the relevant consultees to scope such topics/matters out of the
ES, where further evidence has been provided to justify this
approach. However, in order to demonstrate that the topics/matters
have been appropriately addressed, the ES should explain the
reasoning for scoping them out and justify the approach taken.

Where relevant, the ES should provide reference to how the delivery
of measures proposed to prevent/minimise adverse effects is secured
through DCO requirements (or other suitably robust methods) and
whether relevant consultees agree on the adequacy of the measures
proposed.

Relevant National Policy Statements (NPSs)

Sector-specific NPSs are produced by the relevant Government
Departments and set out national policy for NSIPs. They provide the
framework within which the Examining Authority (ExA) will make
their recommendations to the SoS and include the Government's
objectives for the development of NSIPs. The NPSs may include
environmental requirements for NSIPs, which Applicant’s should
address within their ES.

2 Advice Note 7: Environmental Impact Assessment: Preliminary Environmental Information,
Screening and Scoping. https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/legislation-and-
advice/advice-notes/

12
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The designated NPSs relevant to the Proposed Development are:
e Overarching National Policy Statement For Energy (NPS EN-1);

e National Policy Statement for Fossil Fuel Generating Infrastructure
(NPS EN-2);

¢ National Policy Statement for Gas Supply Infrastructure and Gas
and Oil Pipelines (NPS EN-4); and

e National Policy Statement for Electricity Networks Infrastructure
(NPS EN-5).

Scope of assessment

General

The Inspectorate recommends that in order to assist the decision-
making process, the Applicant uses tables:

e To demonstrate how the assessment has taken account of this
Opinion.

e To identify and collate the residual effects after mitigation for
each of the specialist topics, including matters relevant to
interrelationships and cumulative effects.

e To set out the proposed mitigation and/or monitoring measures
including cross-reference to the means of securing such measures
(eg a dDCO requirement).

e To describe any remedial measures that are identified as being
necessary following monitoring.

e To identify where details in the Habitats Regulations Assessment
(HRA) report (where relevant), such as descriptions of European
sites and their locations, together with any mitigation or
compensation measures, are to be found in the ES.

The ES should include details of difficulties (for example technical
deficiencies or lack of knowledge) encountered compiling the required
information and the main uncertainties involved.

It is understood from section 5.2.1 of the Scoping Report that the
Applicant intends for the DCO to allow for the conversion of both
units 5 and 6; however, post consent the Applicant may decide to
convert only unit 5 or 6. The Applicant must ensure it assesses a
worst case scenario that the DCO would authorise. The assessment
should take into account the construction programme for both units
rather than just the one presented within the Scoping Report.

13
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Section 2.3 of the Scoping Report states that the ES will report on the
likely significant effects for construction and operation; the ES should
also consider decommissioning.

The Scoping Report does not contain paragraph numbers. The
Inspectorate requests that the ES is produced with paragraph
numbers as this will assist with the identification of specific wording
during the Examination, Reporting and Decision stages.

Figure 2 of the Scoping Report is, in effect, three separate figures in
one. It is recommended that all figures within the ES are provided
individually and to a sufficient scale.

Baseline Scenario

The ES should include a description of the baseline scenario with and
without implementation of the development as far as natural changes
from the baseline scenario can be assessed with reasonable effort on
the basis of the availability of environmental information and
scientific knowledge.

Forecasting methods or evidence

The ES should contain the timescales upon which the surveys which
underpin the technical assessments have been based. For clarity, this
information should be provided either in the introductory chapters of
the ES (with confirmation that these timescales apply to all chapters),
or in each technical chapter.

The Inspectorate notes the significance criteria described in Section
2.3 of the Scoping Report. The Inspectorate expects the ES to include
a chapter setting out the overarching methodology for the EIA, which
clearly states which effects are 'significant’ and ‘non-significant’ for
the purposes of the EIA. Any deviation from the overarching
methodology should be clearly set out and justified in the relevant
technical chapters of the ES.

The ES should include details of difficulties (for example technical
deficiencies or lack of knowledge) encountered compiling the required
information and the main uncertainties involved. It is therefore
welcomed that the Applicant proposes that the ES will identify any
limitations to the assessment resulting from the timing of surveys or
the age or availability of data. The Applicant is advised to discuss
such limitations and the appropriateness of baseline data with
relevant consultees.

Residues and emissions

The EIA Regulations require an estimate, by type and quantity, of
expected residues and emissions. Specific reference should be made

14
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to water, air, soil and subsoil pollution, noise, vibration, light, heat,
radiation and quantities and types of waste produced during the
construction and operation phases, where relevant. This information
should be provided in a clear and consistent fashion and may be
integrated into the topic based assessments.

No mention has been made in the Scoping Report to the potential for
insect infestation and emissions of odour, dust, steam, smoke and
artificial light to have a detrimental impact on amenity, as part of the
ES. The Applicant’s attention is drawn to NPS EN-1 which states that
these matters should be assessed. Should the Applicant consider any
of these matters to not be relevant to the Proposed Development,
this should be explained within the ES.

Mitigation

Any mitigation relied upon for the purposes of the assessment should
be explained in detail within the ES. The likely efficacy of the
mitigation proposed should be explained with reference to residual
effects. The ES should also address how any mitigation proposed is
secured ideally with reference to specific DCO requirements or other
legally binding agreements.

The Inspectorate welcomes the production of a Construction
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) for the Proposed
Development. The Scoping Report states that it “has been assumed
as an inherent part of the project in the assessment of environmental
effects”. The ES should still identify the proposed mitigation and a
draft version of the CEMP should be provided with the application
documents. The Applicant should ensure that adherence to the CEMP
is adequately secured via a suitable condition within the DCO.

Vulnerability of the development to risks of major accidents
and/or disasters

The ES should include a description of the potential vulnerability of
the Proposed Development to risks of major accidents and/or
disasters, including the vulnerability to climate change, which are
relevant to the Proposed Development. Relevant information available
and obtained through risk assessments pursuant to European Union
legislation such as Directive 2012/18/EU of the European Parliament
and of the Council or Council Directive 2009/71/Euratom or relevant
assessments carried out pursuant to national legislation may be used
for this purpose provided that the requirements of this Directive are
met. Where appropriate, this description should include measures
envisaged to prevent or mitigate the significant adverse effects of
such events on the environment and details of the preparedness for
and proposed response to such emergencies.

15
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Transboundary effects

Schedule 4 part 5 of the EIA Regulations requires a description of the
likely significant transboundary effects to be provided in an ES. The
Inspectorate notes that the Applicant has not indicated in the Scoping
Report whether the Proposed Development is likely to have significant
impacts on another European Economic Area (EEA) State.

Regulation 32 of the EIA Regulations inter alia requires the
Inspectorate to publicise a DCO application on behalf of the SoS if it
is of the view that the proposal is likely to have significant effects on
the environment of another EEA state, and where relevant, to consult
with the EEA state affected.

The Inspectorate considers that where Regulation 32 applies, this is
likely to have implications for the examination of a DCO application.
The Inspectorate recommends that the ES should identify whether
the Proposed Development has the potential for significant
transboundary impacts and if so, what these are and which EEA
States would be affected.

A reference list

A reference list detailing the sources used for the descriptions and
assessments must be included in the ES.

16
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3.4 Topic based scoping tables

Table 1: Climate

Climate (See Scoping Report section 6.1.1)
The Applicant proposes to quantify the change in carbon dioxide
emissions within Chapter 8 — Air Quality; however states that in line
with NPS EN-1 the ES, the ES will not assess carbon emissions against
carbon budgets, nor will it attempt to quantify the effect of the
Proposed Development on climate change.
The effects of the project on natural resources, vulnerability of the
project to climate change and potential environmental effects of major
accidents or natural disasters will be discussed in ES Chapter 3 —
Description of the Proposed Scheme.
Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed
matters to
scope out

1 |6.1.1 Effects on The EIA Regulations require (where

climate change | relevant) a description of the likely
significant effects from the impact of the
project on climate and vulnerability of the
project to climate change. There is a
potential contradiction in the Scoping
Report which states at section 6.1.1 that
the ES will not quantify the effect of the
Proposed Development on climate
change, but then states in the first table
in section 7.2.3 that ‘climate impact of
CO,’ will be considered during operation
of the proposed development. For the
avoidance of doubt and having had
regard to the nature of the proposed
development the Inspectorate does not
agree that the impact of the project on
climate during operation can be scoped
out.

2 |6.1.1 Carbon Notwithstanding the comments made
emissions above, the EIA Regulations do not
against carbon specifically require an assessment of
budgets carbon emissions against carbon budgets.

On that basis the Inspectorate agrees
that, this approach to the assessment can
be scoped out of the ES.

3 |6.1.1 Major accidents | The Scoping Report states that
or disasters vulnerability of the Proposed

17
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Development to major accidents or
disasters will be discussed in ES Chapter
3. It is not clear from this statement if
the Applicant proposes to scope in or out
the potential effects of such matters. The
Inspectorate considers that the
description of the development should
address the risk of major accidents
and/or disasters relevant to the
development concerned. If risks are
identified that have the potential to result
in a likely significant environmental
effect, these should be assessed within
the ES along with the likely measures
that will be employed to prevent and
control such matters.

Section | Other points The Inspectorate’s comments

6.1.1 Emissions The Scoping Report states that there will
be a change in emissions of carbon
dioxide (CO,) resulting from the
conversion of coal fired units to gas
power, but lower overall emissions
intensity in terms of CO, emitted per unit
of power generated.

The terminology used within the Scoping
Report is vague. For example, it is
unclear what the ‘change’ would be and
whether ‘emissions intensity’ refers to the
release rate, release volume or another
matter. This should be clearly explained
within the ES.

18
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Table 2: Health

Health (See Scoping Report section 6.1.2)

The Scoping Report confirms that potential human health
determinants will be assessed as part of individual technical topics,
using applied limits / thresholds determined within legislation,
guidance and standards, driven by an understanding of the effects on
human receptors. A separate Health chapter will not be provided

within the ES.
Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed
matters to
scope out
1 |6.1.2 The topic in its The Inspectorate has had regard to the
entirety information provided in the Scoping
Report and is content that effects to
human health will be appropriately
addressed by following the proposed
approach.

19
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Table 3: Agricultural Land

Agricultural Land (See Scoping Report section 6.1.3)

The Scoping Report acknowledges the temporary loss or severance of
best and most versatile (BMV) agricultural land from construction of
the gas pipeline.

The Applicant proposes to scope out the topic in its entirety.

Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed
matters to
scope out

6.1.3 Impacts on BMV | The Scoping Report states that following
land construction of the pipeline, agricultural

land would be reinstated to the existing
ALC Grade; that a Soil Management Plan
(SMP) would be implemented in order to
maintain the integrity of the soil and
there would not be significant loss of BMV
agricultural land or other significant
impact on the viability of farm practices.

The Inspectorate does not agree that this
topic can be scoped out. The Scoping
Report does not provide a sufficiently
detailed understanding of the area of BMV
land to be temporarily affected or the
detail of the proposed mitigation
measures to be implemented.

6.1.3 Related socio- The Inspectorate notes and welcomes
economic that if potentially significant effects are
effects identified during the design process, that

consideration of related socio-economic
effects will be discussed in Chapter 15 of
the ES (Socio-economics).

Section | Other points The Inspectorate’s comments

6.1.3 Field drainage The Scoping Report proposes to assess
the potential effects of construction on
field drains in the Water resource, quality
and hydrology chapter. This is noted and
welcomed. The ES should also explain
how field drains would be restored and an
assessment of the potential effects on
agriculture should be provided.
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Lighting (See Scoping Report section 6.1.4)

Any permanent new lighting would be located within the boundary of
the existing Drax Power Station and would be designed in line with
best practice guidance including BS EN12464-2:2014. Permanent
operational lighting of the gas pipeline would not be required.

The Applicant proposes to scope out from the ES the topic in its

entirety.
Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed
matters to
scope out
6.1.4 Operational The Inspectorate understands that any
lighting operational lighting would be designed in
line with best practice and would be
within the curtilage of Drax Power
Station. The Scoping Report rules out
any operational lighting for the gas supply
pipeline and the Inspectorate assumes
that this includes the related above
ground structures. The Inspectorate
therefore agrees that operational effects
from lighting are unlikely to be significant
and this can be scoped out of the
assessment.
6.1.4 Construction The Inspectorate agrees that temporary
phase lighting construction phase lighting within the
at the power curtilage of Drax Power Station is unlikely
station to result in significant effects and can be
scoped out.
6.1.4 Construction The gas pipeline is sited in a largely unlit

phase lighting
for the pipeline

agricultural setting. Although the Scoping
Report states that lighting would be
controlled through a CEMP, no further
details on specific measures have been
provided at this stage and there is no
indication of how long pipeline
construction would take. As such, the
Inspectorate does not consider there is
sufficient information at this stage to rule
out the presence of ecological receptors
which could be affected. Therefore, the
Inspectorate considers that the effects
from construction lighting should be
considered in the assessment. This should
be cross-referenced with other
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assessments (for example, the
biodiversity assessment in terms of
impacts on bats) as relevant. Similarly,
consideration should be given to lighting
at the jetty.
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Table 5: Traffic and Transportation

Traffic and Transportation (See Scoping Report section 7.1)

The Scoping Report identifies the potential for traffic associated with
demolition and construction of the Proposed Development to impact on
sensitive receptors in terms of nuisance, disruption, fear and
intimidation, delay, severance and road safety. The potential for traffic
associated with construction of the pipeline to cause nuisance and
disruption to users of Public Rights of Way (PRoW) is also noted.

The Applicant proposes to undertake a desk study to identify the
existing local and strategic road network and PRoW in the vicinity of
the site. A Transport Assessment (TA) will then be prepared.

The assessment would follow industry standard guidance including the
Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB)?® and the Institute of
Environmental Management and Assessment (IEMA) Guidelines for the
Environmental Assessment of Road Traffic (1993).

Section

Applicant’s
proposed
matters to
scope out

The Inspectorate’s comments

1 |7.1.2

Impacts from
traffic during
operation

The Scoping Report states at section
7.1.2 that there would be no additional
trips to facilitate operation and
maintenance. However, section 7.1.5
goes on to state that it is an ‘assumption’
that additional staff/deliveries/trips would
be negligible during operation. The
Inspectorate does not consider that the
Scoping Report includes sufficient
certainty regarding the absence of an
increase in operational traffic movements,
although this does seem likely. The ES
should confirm and justify that there is no
discernible increase to operational traffic
movements. If this can be demonstrated,
the Inspectorate agrees that this can be
scoped out.

2 |7.1.2

Impacts from
the use of the
existing jetty
and waterways
to transport
abnormal

The Scoping Report does not justify why
this is not considered to be significant. It
is not clear from the Scoping Report how
frequently the jetty would be utilised for
transporting abnormal loads/plant
equipment, its operational hours, or the

% DMRB Volume 11, Section 3, Parts 8 and 9 (1993)
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loads/plant
equipment

route that would be used to transport
goods to the power station site. The
Inspectorate does not agree that this can
be scoped out. Furthermore, as the use of
the jetty is to be relied upon for the
construction phase, the Inspectorate
considers the potential effects of its use
should be assessed within the ES.

Section

Other points

The Inspectorate’s comments

7.1.1

Sensitive
receptors

The Applicant should discuss and agree
with the relevant local authorities what
are the sensitive receptors for the
purpose of the assessment.

7.1.2

Abnormal loads

The ES should explain the frequency of
transporting abnormal loads/plant
equipment from the jetty to the
application site and the types of vehicles
required.

7.1.4

Study area

The Scoping Report notes that a ‘suitably
defined Study Area’ would be identified
for the assessment, but does not indicate
what this would be. The ES should clearly
identify the study area used in the
assessment. This should be discussed and
agreed with Highways England and North
Yorkshire County Council.

7.1.4

Transport
assessment

The ES should describe the predicted
distribution of traffic movements across
the study area during the construction
phase.

The Applicant is advised to discuss the
input parameters for the construction
phase transport assessment with
Highways England and North Yorkshire
County Council.

n/a

Management
Plans

The Inspectorate recommends that a
construction traffic management plan is
prepared to manage traffic during
demolition and construction. A draft of
this document should be provided with
the DCO application. It should be clear
how the implementation of such a plan
would be secured in the DCO.

The Inspectorate notes the comments
from Highways England (see Appendix 2
of this Opinion) regarding the detail that
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should be provided in such a plan and
agrees that the following information
should be included:

e hours of operation of the site;
¢ the timing of deliveries;

¢ routing of HGV and abnormal road
traffic to/from the site; and

¢ measures that will manage down
the sites trip generation during the
peak hours.

n/a

Impacts on
navigation

The Inspectorate advises that potential
impacts on navigation of the River Ouse
should be assessed. This should be
discussed with the Environment Agency
(EA) and the Canal and River Trust. (See
also Table 12: Water Resource, Quality
and Hydrology)
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Table 6: Air Quality

Air Quality (See Scoping Report Section 7.2)

The Scoping Report identifies that the Proposed Development would
result in dust and traffic emissions during demolition and
construction, and emissions to air (including carbon dioxide) during
operation. These have the potential to affect human and ecological
receptors.

The Inspectorate is generally satisfied with the methodology
proposed, which is based on industry standard guidance (including
the DMRB*, Institute of Air Quality Management (IAQM)® and
Environmental Protection UK® (EPUK)) and includes the assessment
of effects on both human and ecological receptors. Air dispersion
modelling would be undertaken using the ADMS 5.2 model. The
height and number of stacks has yet to be confirmed.

Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed
matters to
scope out
1 7.2.2 Emissions to air | The Inspectorate agrees that the
associated with operation of the gas pipeline is not
operation of the | likely to result in any significant effects
gas pipeline in terms of emissions to air and that
this matter can be scoped out of
consideration in the ES.
2 7.2.2 Emissions to air | The Scoping Report explains that this

resulting from
operational
traffic

would be scoped out on the
‘assumption’ that the Proposed
Development would not result in
additional vehicle trips to and from the
site. The Applicant is therefore referred
to the Inspectorate’s comments above
in relation to operational traffic impacts
(row 1 in Table 5: Traffic and
transportation), and advised to use this
data to justify in the ES why emissions
to air during operational traffic would
not be significant. If the ES can
confirm that no additional operational
traffic movements would be required,
the Inspectorate agrees that this can be

4 DMRB Volume 11, Section 3, Part 1
5 IAQM: Guidance on the Assessment of Dust from Demolition and Construction (2016)
® EPUK: Land Use Planning and Development Control: Planning for Air Quality (2017)
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scoped out.

7.2.3

Dust during
operation

Section 7.2.3 of the Scoping Report
notes that nuisance from dust will only
be assessed during construction. No
reference is made to the operational
phase. However, having regard to the
nature of the Proposed Development
and activities of the operational phase,
the Inspectorate does not consider
there would be any likely significant
effects and agrees that effects from
dust during operation do not need to be
assessed within the ES.

Section

Other points

The Inspectorate’s comments

n/a

Study areas

The study area/s utilised in the
assessment should be agreed with the
local authority, the EA and Natural
England (NE) and clearly defined in the
ES.

The ES should avoid the use of
imprecise terms such as ‘in the vicinity
of’ (section 7.2.3).

7.2.1

Sensitive
receptors

The ES should justify the choice of
human and ecological receptors
selected and it is recommended that
these are agreed with the local
authority and NE respectively. The
receptors should be identified on a plan
accompanying the ES.

7.2.3

Air Quality
Management
Area (AQMA)

Section 4.6 of the Scoping Report
identifies an AQMA 6km northwest of
the Proposed Development; however,
no consideration is given to the
designation within section 7.2. The ES
should address this omission. If there is
the potential for a significant effect on
the AQMA and its action plan, this
should be assessed within the ES.

7.2.4

Air dispersion
modelling

The relationship between the stack
height and dispersion on the discharge
of emissions need to be clearly
explained in the ES, alongside a
justification of the modelled
parameters. The ES should clearly
explain how the ‘worst case’ scenario
has been assessed.
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7.2.4

Baseline data

The Scoping Report states that the
available local and background air
quality data is considered appropriate
for use in the assessment and that no
site specific monitoring is proposed.
The Applicant is encouraged to discuss
the adequacy of the available baseline
data with relevant consultees to ensure
it is robust and representative of the
baseline conditions. In the event that it
is not considered to be robust, the
Applicant is recommended to discuss
and agree a proportionate approach to
establishing the baseline with these
consultees.

7.2.4

Deposition levels

The Scoping Report explains that
impacts from nitrogen and acid
deposition at ecological receptors will
be assessed using background
deposition levels taken from the Air
Pollution Information System (APIS)
website. The Inspectorate is content
with this approach.

10

7.2.1
and
7.2.4

Impacts on
ecological sites
resulting from
nitrogen and
acid deposition

The Inspectorate notes the potential for
changes in emissions to air from
operation of the Proposed Development
to impact on ecological sites. The
Applicant is advised to also assess the
effects of the Proposed Development
cumulatively with other relevant plans
and projects. The Inspectorate refers
the Applicant to its Advice Note
seventeen (AN17) on Cumulative
Effects Assessment, which provides
advice in this regard.

The Applicant is advised to discuss and
agree the approach to the ES
assessment and the HRA with NE.

11

n/a

Mitigation

The Applicant has not referred to
mitigation within section 7.2 of the
Scoping Report. The ES should set out
the proposed measures to minimise
emissions from demolition, construction
and operational activities. If measures
are to be delivered through a
management plan, a draft of this
should be provided with the DCO
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application.

12

n/a

Air quality
monitoring

The Applicant should set out in the ES
any proposals for long term air quality
monitoring of emissions from the
Proposed Development. If monitoring
would be undertaken as a condition of
an environmental permit, this should be
explained.
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Table 7: Noise and Vibration

Noise and Vibration (See Scoping Report section 7.3)

The Scoping Report identifies the potential for effects on existing
residential dwellings and non-residential dwellings including schools,
hospitals and places of worship during demolition, construction and
operation.

The baseline noise environment will be established utilising previous
reports and a baseline noise survey, in accordance with BS 52287, BS
41428, and BS 7445°. A prediction of the impact during construction /
demolition will be undertaken following the methodology of BS 5228°
and noise impacts during operation will be predicted using CadnaA
noise propagation modelling software. The significance of the
predicted operational impact will be assessed against the semantics of
BS 4142.

Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed
matters to
scope out
7.3.2 Operational The Scoping Report does not provide
ground borne details of the manufacturers
vibration from specifications for rotating and
power generating | reciprocating plant which would be
equipment and utilised so that ground borne vibration
associated would not be perceptible at sensitive
infrastructure receptor locations. Nevertheless, given
that the plant would be located within
the curtilage of an existing power station
and given the nature of the
development, the Inspectorate agrees
that this can be scoped out of the ES.
7.3.2 Noise and Taking into account the nature and
vibration during characteristics of the Proposed
operation of the Development, the Inspectorate agrees
gas pipeline that noise and vibration during operation
of the gas pipeline itself is unlikely to be
significant. However, no information has
been provided as to the location of the
above ground installation structures and

7 BS 5228 'Noise and vibration control on construction and open sites'

8 BS 4142:2014 ‘Methods for rating and assessing industrial and commercial sound’

9 BS 7445 'Description and Measurement of Environmental Noise'

10 BS 5228:2009+A1:2014 Code of practice on noise and vibration control on construction
and open sites: Part 1 Noise and Part 2 Vibration
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their proximity to any sensitive
receptors. As such, the Inspectorate
does not agree impacts from these
elements can be scoped out.

Section

Other points

The Inspectorate’s comments

7.3.1

Sensitive
receptors

The noise and vibration chapter has only
identified human sensitive noise
receptors. The Inspectorate expects that
the assessment should appropriately
cross refer to the assessment of
biodiversity within the ES.

The Applicant’s attention is also drawn
to the comments of MMO and the need
to provide further detail of the works
required in order to scope out the River
Ouse and the River Derwent from the
assessment.

7.3.3

Study area

Section 7.3.3 of the Scoping Report
refers to the study area, but does not
indicate what this would be. The ES
should clearly identify the study area
used in the assessment, which should be
relevant to the extent of the likely
effects. This should be discussed and
agreed with relevant consultees.

7.3.4

Assessment

The ES should assess any potential likely
significant noise effects resulting from
the operation of the jetty and crane.

7.3.4

Assessment
methodology

In referring to standards applicable to
the assessment, the Scoping Report
identifies in part the dates of the
relevant standards. The Applicant should
ensure that the most up to date version
of the standards are utilised.

7.3.5

Limitations and
assumptions

The Applicant is advised to discuss and
agree with the local authority the
approach to be applied for noise
measurements during unsuitable
weather conditions.
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Table 8: Historic Environment

Historic Environment (See Scoping Report section 7.4)
The Scoping Report identifies potential impacts on the settings of
Scheduled Monuments, Listed Buildings and non-designated heritage
assets, as well as the potential for loss or disturbance of unknown
archaeological resource.
An initial desk-based assessment is proposed, covering the proposed
development site and the immediate area within a 300m. The
assessment would follow guidance from the DMRB'" and Historic
England guidance on the setting of heritage assets’? as well as the
principles of the NPPF*2.
Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed
matters to
scope out

1 |7.4.2 Potential effects | The Inspectorate agrees that in those
on archaeological | areas of the site where existing built
resource within development is/has been located, buried
the curtilage of archaeological remains are unlikely to be
Drax Power present. However, the Inspectorate also
Station during notes from section 4.8 of the Scoping
demolition and Report that there is “...the potential for
construction remains of both the Romano British and

Medieval Periods to be present within
the Site and the wider area’. Therefore,
the potential effects on archaeological
resource outside the curtilage of the
power station should be assessed for the
construction phase. The overall extent
and approach to the archaeological
surveys should be discussed and agreed
with the local authority’s archaeological
advisors. The approach should be fully
justified in the ES.

2 |7.4.2 Effects on the The Inspectorate agrees that the
setting of operation of the buried gas pipeline is
designated not likely to result in significant effects
heritage assets on the settings of heritage assets and

11 DMRB Volume 11, Section 3, Part 2 (2007)

12 Historic England - The Setting of Heritage Assets: Historic Environment Good Practice
Advice in Planning Note 3 (2015)

13 Department of Communities and Local Government - National Planning Policy Framework

(2012)
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during operation
of the gas
pipeline

that this can be scoped out of the ES.
However, any impacts on setting from
above ground structures associated with
the gas pipeline should be identified and
assessed where relevant.

7.4.3

Loss or
disturbance to
known and
unknown
archaeological
assets during
operation of the
pipeline

Section 7.4.3 of the Scoping Report
notes that effects will only be assessed
during construction. No reference is
made to the operational phase.
However, given the nature of the project
and the operational phase, the
Inspectorate does not consider there
would be likely significant effects and
agrees that operational effects to
archaeological assets do not need to be
assessed within the ES.

Section

Other points

The Inspectorate’s comments

7.4.4

Study area

Section 7.4.4 of the Scoping Report
states that the desk based assessment
would consider the application site and
the immediate area within a 300m study
area; however, it is noted that some of
the sensitive receptors identified in
section 7.4.1 are outside of this radius
(according to section 4.8). The Applicant
is advised to give due consideration to
the Scheduled Monuments and listed
buildings in proximity to the application
site. The Applicant should consider using
the Zone of Visual Influence (ZVI)
developed for the Landscape and Visual
Assessment (LVIA) to identify the
potential extent of impacts on the
settings of heritage assets.

The Applicant’s attention is also drawn
to the comments of Historic England in
this regard. The study area should be
agreed with Historic England and the
local authority and should be clearly
identified and fully justified within the
ES. The Inspectorate assumes that the
proposed approach to the study area
would apply in respect to the pipeline
development as well as the proposed
power station site.

7.4.4

Archaeological
investigations

The Scoping Report explains that a site
visit will be undertaken for the purposes

33



Scoping Opinion for
Drax RePower Project

of identifying any previously unrecorded
archaeological assets. It is unclear
whether this would comprise solely a
site walkover of other methods to
identify unknown archaeology (for
example, geophysical survey, trial
trenching). The Inspectorate advises the
Applicant to discuss and agree
appropriate methods with the relevant
consultees and directs the Applicant to
the comments of North Yorkshire County
Council and Selby District Council in this
regard.

It should be clear in the ES how the
results of the desk-based assessment
have informed the overall approach to
the assessment and in identifying the
need for any further investigation.

7.4.4

Valuation of
assets

The ES should set out in clear terms how
value is assigned for each type of
heritage assets considered and confirm
whether professional judgement and/or
relevant guidance has been used. In
determining value of heritage assets the
Applicant should seek agreement with
the local authority’s heritage team and
Historic England.

n/a

Written scheme
of investigation
(WSI)

The Scoping Report has not identified
whether the Applicant intends to
undertake further archaeological
investigations post-consent (in line with
any WSI). If the Applicant does intend to
do so, this should be secured by a
suitably worded dDCO requirement and
a draft version of any WSI should be
appended to the ES and agreed with
relevant statutory consultees.
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Table 9: Biodiversity

Biodiversity (See Scoping Report section 7.5)

The Scoping Report identifies the potential for adverse impacts on
designated sites, habitats and protected species during the
demolition, construction and operational phases of the Proposed
Development.

The Applicant has identified ecological receptors for consideration in
the assessment using various study areas, as listed in section 7.5.1
of the Scoping Report.

A Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (supported by a desk study and
extended Phase 1 habitat survey) is being undertaken, which will be
followed by a full ecological impact assessment in accordance with
guidance from the Chartered Institute for Ecology and Environmental
Management (CIEEM)'*. Targeted protected species surveys will be
undertaken, which may include for bats (foraging, commuting and
roosting), badgers, otter, water vole, breeding birds and amphibians.

Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed
matters to
scope out

1 7.5.2 Loss or The Scoping Report does not explain
disturbance of | which habitats this would encompass or
common and how this would be determined. In the
widespread absence of this information, the
habitats of Inspectorate cannot agree to scope this
negligible matter out. If there are impacts to these
nature features which could result in significant
conservation effects these should be assessed within
importance the ES.

2 7.5.2 Temporary The Scoping Report does not explain
disturbance of | which species this would encompass or
common and how this would be determined. In the
widespread absence of this information, the
species of Inspectorate cannot agree to scope this
negligible matter out. If there are impacts to these
nature features which could result in significant
conservation effects these should be assessed within
importance the ES.

3 7.5.2 Construction Section 7.5.2 of the Scoping Report
phase air states that construction-phase works are
guality unlikely to generate significant air quality

14 CIEEM Guidelines for Preliminary Ecological Appraisal (2008); CIEEM Guidelines for
Ecological Impact Assessment in the UK and Ireland (2016)
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impacts on
designated
sites

impacts in excess of 2km from the
application site and that that there are no
statutory designated sites within 2km of
the site. However, Table 4.4 identifies the
River Derwent Special Area of
Conservation (SAC) and Eskamhorn
Meadows Site of Special Scientific
Interest (SSSI) as being within 2km of
the site. The Inspectorate therefore
considers that construction phase air
quality impacts on designated sites
should be assessed in the ES.

In particular, the Applicant should
consider the potential for cumulative
impacts with other plans or projects.

7.5.3

Operational
effects for
pipeline works

Section 7.5.3 of the Scoping Report notes
that effects will be assessed for pipeline
works during demolition and construction.
No reference is made to the operational
phase. However, given the nature of the
project and the characteristics during the
operational phase, the Inspectorate does
not consider there would be likely
significant effects and agrees that this
does not need to be assessed within the
ES.

Section

Other points

The Inspectorate’s comments

7.5.1

Designated
sites

With regard to statutory and non-
statutory designated wildlife sites, the
Applicant is advised to discuss and agree
which sites should be assessed with
relevant stakeholders including NE, the
local authority and the EA.

7.5.4

HRA

The Applicant proposes to carry out a
HRA, considering the likely significant
effects on European sites within 10km of
the application site.

The Applicant is advised to discuss and
agree the scope of the HRA assessment
with NE, to ensure that all relevant
European sites and potential impacts on
those sites are appropriately addressed in
the assessment.

7.5.4

Guidance

The Inspectorate notes that the CIEEM
guidelines for Preliminary Ecological
Appraisal referenced in this section were
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revised in 2012. The Applicant should
ensure that the most relevant and up-to
date versions of all guidance are used to
inform the assessment and referenced in
the ES.

The ES/appendices should also include
details of the guidance and methodologies
followed for the protected species
surveys.

7.5.5

Survey work

The Inspectorate notes from section 7.5.5
of the Scoping Report the potential for
ecological data deficiencies to remain at
the time of submission of the DCO
application, which the Applicant proposes
to address through measures such as
design amendments and precautionary
mitigation. The Applicant is advised to
discuss and agree the approach with NE
and the local authority. The Applicant is
reminded of the need to ensure that the
ES provides an accurate assessment of
the likely significant effects of the
Proposed Development. The Applicant
should make every effort to ensure that
the necessary surveys are completed
prior to submission.

n/a

Grass snakes

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the
comments of North Yorkshire County
Council and Selby District Council
regarding the need to assess impacts to
grass snakes within the ES.

10

n/a

Marine ecology

The Scoping Report has not identified the
need for any marine-based surveys. The
Applicant’s attention is drawn to the
comments of the MMO and the need to
consider marine-based surveys. The
Inspectorate recommends that
consultation is undertaken with the MMO
to agree the need for any such surveys
and any subsequent assessment that is
required.

11

n/a

Mitigation

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to
paragraph 5.3.18 of NPS EN-1 and the
need to demonstrate that appropriate
mitigation measures have been adopted
for the Proposed Development. Any
proposed mitigation measures should be
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clearly described within the ES.

12

n/a

Protected
species
licenses

The ES should confirm whether any EPS
licenses and/or mitigation licenses for
other protected species would be
required. If so, to provide the ExXA with
assurance that the necessary license(s)
are likely to be obtained, the Applicant
should seek to obtain letters of no
impediment (LoNI) from NE. These should
be appended to the ES.

The Applicant is referred to the
Inspectorate’s Advice Note eleven, Annex
C in this regard.
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Table 10: Landscape and Visual

Landscape and Visual (See Scoping Report section 7.6)

The Scoping Report identifies potential impacts resulting from
changes to landscape character and changes to existing visual
amenity. ldentified sensitive receptors include landscape character
areas and types, local residents, users of footpaths and roads, as
well as visitors to affected landscape and heritage
resources/attractions. The receptors and likely effects would be
verified during site visits and a ZVI would be defined.

The study area for the assessment of impacts on landscape character
and visual amenity has not yet been defined. It is explained that the
study area and the selection of representative viewpoints will be
informed by baseline data (including a Zone of Theoretical Visibility)
and consultation with relevant bodies.

The assessment would follow the Guidelines for Landscape and Visual
Impact Assessment (GLVIA)*® and An Approach to Landscape
Character Assessment™®.

Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed
matters to
scope out
1 7.6.2 Changes to The Inspectorate agrees that the
landscape operation of the gas pipeline itself is

character and
visual amenity
associated
with operation
of the gas
pipeline

unlikely to result in any significant effects
on landscape character and visual
amenity. However, the Scoping Report
acknowledges the potential for loss of
hedgerows during construction; the
effects of which the Inspectorate
considers would likely last into the
operational phase. The Inspectorate
agrees that operational effects of the gas
pipeline can be scoped out of the ES on
the basis that any loss of hedgerows that
is caused by the construction of the
pipeline is appropriately assessed having
regard to the longevity of impacts.

The Inspectorate welcomes that the likely
significant effects on landscape character
and visual amenity resulting from

% The Landscape Institute and the Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment,

3™ Edition (2013)

16 Natural England (2014)
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operation of the above-ground pipeline
structures (ie. the pig trap facility,
minimum offtake connection and the
pressure reduction and metering station)
would be assessed.

7.6.2 Effects on The Inspectorate accepts this approach.
designated The Applicant is advised to include clear
landscapes cross referencing between the two
and the setting | chapters.
of cultural
heritage
assets — this
would instead
be considered
in the Cultural
Heritage
chapter of the
ES.

Section | Other points | The Inspectorate’s comments

7.6.1 Receptors In addition to the sensitive receptors

outlined in section 7.6.1 of the Scoping
Report, the Applicant is advised to
consider the potential visual impacts on
users of leisure facilities, such as the
Drax Golf Club and recreational users of
the River Ouse.

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the
comments of North Yorkshire County
Council and Selby District Council
regarding sensitive receptors to be
considered within the assessment.

7.6.4 Sensitivity of The Applicant should agree the sensitivity
receptors of the landscape and visual receptors with

the relevant local planning authority.

7.6.4 Landscape The Inspectorate advises that any
character and | potential damage to existing mature
visual amenity | farmland pattern should be assessed.

7.6.5 Photographs The Applicant proposes that photography

used to inform the assessment will be
taken during the summer, with the need
for winter photography to be determined
using professional judgement. To allow
for identification of a worst-case scenario,
the Inspectorate considers that
photographs should be taken from the
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selected viewpoints during winter unless
otherwise agreed with the relevant
consultees.

7.6.5

Photo-
montages

The Scoping Report explains that the
need for photomontages will be
determined through discussions with the
relevant local planning authorities. The
Inspectorate considers that
photomontages would be a useful aid to
the assessment. The locations of the
photomontages should be agreed with the
relevant local planning authority.

n/a

Ash lagoons

Section 5.3.8 of the Scoping Report
proposes to relocate the existing ash
lagoons (currently located within the
curtilage of Drax Power Station. However
it is unclear where these would be located
to. This should be explained within the
ES, along with details of any changes to
topography from these works. The
resultant potential landscape and visual
effects should be assessed.

n/a

Temporary
structures

The ES should consider the potential
landscape and visual effects resulting
from any temporary construction-related
structures (such as the mobile crane and
the pedestrian bridge).

10

n/a

Reinstatement
of pipeline
route

The ES should include proposals for the
reinstatement of the pipeline route to as
close to the original state as possible.
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Table 11: Ground Conditions and Contamination

Ground Conditions and Contamination (See Scoping Report
section 7.7)

The Scoping Report identifies the potential for impacts during both
construction and operation with effects on agricultural land, workers
at the power station, principal aquifers, Secondary A aquifers, the
River Ouse and buildings, services and foundations.

The baseline would be established by a Phase 1 Preliminary Risk
Assessment (PRA), including a desk-based review of historical
mapping and ground investigation or monitoring data. This will be
completed in accordance with DMRB. A conceptual site model will be
developed to identify contaminant linkages.

Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed
matters to
scope out
1 7.7.1 Statutory On the basis that there are no geological
designated sites | SSSlIs and no known Regionally
Important Geological Sites within the
study area (see also comments below
regarding the study area), the
Inspectorate agrees that these do not
need to be assessed within the ES.
However, for completeness, it is
recommended that the ES provides
confirmation of their absence.
2 7.7.2 Adverse effects Section 4.10 of the Scoping Report notes
on the health of | the potential for contamination within
construction the application site and section 7.7.4
workers states that a PRA would be undertaken
associated with to establish baseline conditions. The
exposure to any | Inspectorate notes the proposal that
contaminative construction will be undertaken in
substances in the | accordance with all relevant legislation,
ground (e.g. guidance and best practice. However,
from historical there is no information regarding the
land uses) levels of potential contaminants or any
necessary remediation in relation to the
site. Accordingly, the Inspectorate does
not agree that this can be scoped out.
3 7.7.2 Sediment loading | The Inspectorate agrees that a detailed

17 DMRB Volume 11 Section 2 Part 5: Assessment and Management of Environmental Effects
(2008) and DMRB Volume 11 Section 3 Part 11: Geology and Soils (1993).
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of nearby surface
water, resulting
from soil erosion
associated with
ground works

assessment can be scoped out on the
basis that a CEMP will be in place to
manage erosion and transport of soils
potentially affected by contamination.
However, it is recommended that this
approach is detailed within the ES and
has regard to relevant best practice and
guidance in relation to construction.

The Inspectorate will expect to see a
draft CEMP provided with the application
which controls these matters.

7.7.2 Adverse effects The Inspectorate agrees that a detailed
to any sensitive assessment can be scoped out on the
receptor basis that a CEMP will be in place to
following the control storage and use of potentially
introduction of contaminative substances. However, it
contaminative is recommended that this approach is
substances detailed within the ES.
during The Inspectorate will expect to see a
construction draft CEMP provided with the application
(e.g. due to which controls these matters.
inappropriate
storage of fuel)

7.7.2 Adverse effects It is noted that suitable construction
to the built materials will be selected for use at the
environment detailed design stage. However, the
from the Inspectorate does not agree that this
potential can be scoped out because the Scoping
presence of Report states that ground investigation
aggressive is required to will evaluate potential risks
chemical agents | from aggressive chemical agents. As
in the ground, such, there is no assurance that there
which may be will not be any significant effects arising.
destructive to
concrete

7.7.2 Physical damage | The Inspectorate agrees that a detailed
to soil (e.g. assessment can be scoped out on the
sealing and basis that demolition and construction

compaction),
with potential
secondary
impacts to
surface water
run-off

works will be carried out in accordance
with Defra’s Construction Code of
Practice and that a Materials
Management Plan (forming part of the
CEMP) will be in place to prevent
physical damage to soil. However, it is
recommended that this approach is
detailed within the ES.

The Inspectorate will expect to see a
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draft CEMP provided with the application
which controls these matters.

7 7.7.2 Adverse effects The Inspectorate notes that a CEMP wiill
to any sensitive include procedures for identifying and
receptor mitigating contaminant risk during
associated with demolition of the existing infrastructure.
the demolition of | However, there is no information
existing regarding the likely presence of potential
infrastructure, contaminants and therefore it is not
resulting in possible to rule out the potential for
contaminant significant effects. As such, the
release Inspectorate does not agree that this

can be scoped out.

The Inspectorate will expect to see a
draft CEMP provided with the application
which controls these matters.

8 7.7.2 Adverse effects The Inspectorate agrees that this can be
to any sensitive scoped out on the basis that operation
receptor will be in accordance with pollution
following the prevention industry guidance and
introduction of controls in relevant permits issued by
contaminative the EA.
substances
during operation
of the power
station and
pipeline

Section | Other points The Inspectorate’s comments

9 7.7.1 Study area Sections 7.7.1 and 7.7.4 of the Scoping

and Report refer to the study area, but do

7.7.4 not indicate what this would be. The ES
should clearly identify the study area to
be used in the assessment. This should
be discussed and agreed with relevant
consultees and reflect the full extent of
the likely impacts.

10 | 7.7.4 Baseline The Scoping Report states that a

walkover survey would be undertaken ‘if
necessary’ and that the PRA will identify
any requirements for further ground
investigation. The Scoping Report does
not explain what the walkover survey
would comprise, however the
Inspectorate notes that the PRA wiill
identify any requirements for further
ground investigation. The Applicant is
recommended to agree the need and
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methodology of any on site walkover
surveys and ground investigations with
the relevant consultees.

11

7.7.4

Assessment
methodology

This section of the Scoping Report states
that the assessment will consider the
protection of BMV agricultural land (as a
proxy for soil quality). Whilst this is
welcomed, it is also noted that Section
6.1.3 of the Scoping Report proposes to
scope out potential impacts on BMV. The
Applicant’s attention is drawn to the
Inspectorate’s previous comments
regarding BMV (see Table 3).

12

7.7.4

Assessment
methodology

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the
comments of the EA and its
recommendations for the PRA, site
investigations and risk assessments.
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Table 12: Water Resource, Quality and Hydrology

Water Resource, Quality and Hydrology (See Scoping Report
section 7.8)

The Scoping Report identifies potential impacts on the water
environment, including increases in sedimentation, pollution risk and
flood risk. The potential for construction of the gas pipeline to affect
the Water Framework Directive (WFD) status of groundwater within
a Principal Aquifer is also noted.

The study area for the assessment would include all surface water
features within 0.5km of the Proposed Development. Features
located up to approximately 1km from the Proposed Development
where there is hydraulic connectivity will also be considered. It is
proposed that the study area will encompass groundwater features
within approximately 0.5km of the Proposed Development, and
groundwater abstractions up to a minimum of 1km.

The assessment will be informed by a desk study and follow the
principles of the DMRB?'2.

Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed
matters to
scope out

7.8.2 Surface water | The Scoping Report (section 4.12)
runoff explains that areas of the site are at risk
associated from surface water flooding,

with operation | predominantly those areas along field

of the pipeline | boundaries and in local depressions.
However, the Applicant explains that as
the pipeline will be buried (and ground
surface reinstated to current levels), its
operation will not change the rate,
volume or quality of surface water runoff.
The Inspectorate is in agreement that this
matter can be scoped out for the
operational phase. However, the effects
on surface water runoff from above
ground structures associated with the gas
pipeline should be considered.

7.8.2 Changes to The Applicant explains that following
fluvial and construction, the existing ground surface
tidal flood risk | will be reinstated to current levels. The
during the Inspectorate agrees that the potential for
operation of significant effects is therefore unlikely

18 DMRB, Volume 11, Section 3, Part 10 (HD/45/09)
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the pipeline

and that effects from the pipeline itself
can therefore be scoped out.

However, the Inspectorate considers that
the effects on flood risk from above
ground structures associated with the gas
pipeline should be considered.

Section

Other points

The Inspectorate’s comments

4.11

Consultation

The Inspectorate notes section 4.11 of
the Scoping Report, where Selby Area
Internal Drainage Board (IDB) is
described as the Lead Local Flood
Authority (LLFA) for the area. The
Inspectorate advises that North Yorkshire
County Council is the LLFA for the area
covering the application site.

5.2.5

Water
abstraction
and discharge

The Inspectorate notes from section 5.2.5
of the Scoping Report the new CCGT
would utilise cooling water from the River
Ouse. The existing abstraction/discharge
arrangements are proposed as the likely
route of delivery. Any changes to this
arrangement should be fully described
and assessed in the ES. The ES should
demonstrate measures that will avoid or
minimise adverse impacts of abstraction
and discharge of cooling water.

Potential inter-related effects should be
considered in the relevant topic chapters,
such as any effects on ecology,
navigation and health.

7.7.4

Impacts on
navigation

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the
consultation response from the Canal and
River Trust, which explains that any
changes to the abstraction (or any
discharge) rates compared to existing
rates have the potential to affect
navigation on the River Ouse. The
Applicant is advised to consult with the
Canal and River Trust regarding any
changes to the existing abstraction/
discharge situation and any implications
for navigation on the River Ouse.
Suitable cross reference should be made
to the Traffic and Transportation chapter
of the ES.

4.11;

Impacts on

The Applicant identifies watercourses that
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7.8.1

designhated
wildlife sites

would be crossed by the pipeline or are
located in proximity to the Proposed
Development in section 4.11 of the
Scoping Report. It is understood that
these all drain into the River Ouse, a
main river which flows within 0.1km to
the north of Route Option 4.
Approximately 3.5km downstream of the
application site, the River Ouse forms
part of the Humber Estuary Ramsar site,
SAC, SPA and SSSI. The section of the
SSSI closest to the application site is
noted to be in ‘unfavourable — recovering’
condition. The potential effects on these
sites from water pollution should be
identified and assessed, with any
necessary mitigation measures identified
and agreed with the relevant consultees.

In addition, the Inspectorate agrees with
the MMO that consideration should be
given to potential for impacts on the River
Derwent SAC.

7.8.3;
Figure 2

WFD

The Scoping Report identifies the
potential for construction of the gas
pipeline to affect the WFD status of
groundwater within a Principal Aquifer. In
addition, the Inspectorate notes from
Figure 2 of the Scoping Report a number
of surface water WFD waterbodies which
either cross through or are in the vicinity
of the Proposed Development site which
should also be considered.

The Inspectorate supports the
preparation of a separate WFD
assessment, which should clearly explain
any impacts on WFD waterbodies and
how the requirements of the WFD have
been met. This should be prepared in
consultation with the EA. The Applicant’s
attention is drawn to the Inspectorate’s
advice note on the WFD (Advice Note 18)
and to the comments of the EA.

7.8.4

Study area

The Inspectorate notes the proposed
study areas for surface water and
groundwater features (0.5km); and for
features in hydraulic connectivity and
groundwater abstractions (approximately
1km). It is stated that the study areas
are considered appropriate based on
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‘professional judgement...and current
knowledge of the area’. The study areas
should be agreed with the EA and the
LLFA and justified in the ES.

7.8.4

FRA

The Inspectorate welcomes that a Flood
Risk Assessment (FRA) will be prepared
to support the EIA and stresses the need
for early discussions with the EA. The
Applicant should agree the scope of the
FRA with the EA and ensure that up to
date and appropriate climate change
allowances™ are utilised in any modelling.

Large parts of the site fall within Flood
Zones 2 and 3 on the EA Flood Maps (as
illustrated on Figure 2 of the Scoping
Report). The FRA should therefore
demonstrate that the requirements of the
sequential and exception tests are
satisfied.

The approach and conclusions of the FRA
should be agreed with the EA prior to
submission of the DCO application, with
evidence of such agreement provided (for
example in a draft SoCG).

10

7.8.4

Impacts

In accordance with paragraph 5.15.3 of
NPS EN-1, the ES should describe any
impacts on source protection zones
(SPZs) around potable groundwater
abstraction points.

The Applicant should consider the
interrelated impacts to the SPZ which
may result from changes to the water
environment but also changes to geology
and soils.

The Inspectorate notes the potential for
other inter-related impacts, most notably
between the water environment, ground
conditions and biodiversity chapters. The
Applicant is advised to include clear cross
referencing between these chapters to
ensure all potential impacts are identified
and assessed.

11

7.8.4

Water quality
sampling

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to
paragraph 5.15.3 of NPS EN-1, which
states that the ES should describe ‘the

19 see https://www.gov.uk/quidance/flood-risk-assessments-climate-change-allowances
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existing quality of waters affected by the
proposed project...” The Scoping Report
notes that it is not proposed to undertake
water quality sampling to inform the
impact assessment. The Applicant is
therefore advised to agree the approach
to establishing the baseline environment
with the relevant consultees.
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Waste (See Scoping Report section 7.9)

The Scoping Report identifies the potential for effects on local waste
treatment and disposal facilities during the demolition and construction
phase for the power station works. An assessment of the waste
generated will be undertaken using applicable construction waste arising
benchmark data from the Building Research Establishment (BRE).
Opportunities for reducing, reusing, segregation and recycling of waste
materials, together with an assessment of any residual construction
waste streams, will be identified. Consideration will be given to the
potential demand on local waste management facilities.

Section | Applicant’s The Inspectorate’s comments
proposed matters
to scope out
7.9.2 Waste generation Taking into account the nature and
during operation characteristics of the Proposed
Development, the Inspectorate agrees
that this is unlikely to result in
significant effects and is therefore
content with the proposed approach.
7.9.2 Waste generated Taking into account the nature and
during construction of | characteristics of the Proposed
the pipeline Development, the Inspectorate agrees
that this is unlikely to result in
significant effects and is therefore
content with the proposed approach.
7.9.2 Generation of Taking into account the nature and
hazardous waste characteristics of the Proposed
Development, the Inspectorate agrees
that this is unlikely to result in
significant effects and is therefore
content with the proposed approach.
Section | Other points The Inspectorate’s comments
7.9.4 Assessment There is no specific guidance to be

methodology

followed for the assessment. The ES
should clearly describe and define
levels of magnitude, sensitivity and
significance of effects.
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Socio Economics (See Scoping Report section 7.10)

The Scoping Report identifies the potential for effects on local
economic receptors (local businesses and individuals aged 16-64
within the local and regional level study areas).

The assessment will utilise publicly available data sources and
evaluate the indirect and direct employment opportunities. The
change in the provision of formal recreational space for users of the
existing facilities (e.g. employees of Drax) will be undertaken
qualitatively in line with the principles set out in DMRB?® and the
Peoples and Communities Interim Advice Note.

Section | Applicant’s proposed matters The Inspectorate’s
to scope out comments
1 7.10.2 Demand for educational and Taking into account the
healthcare services, community nature and
facilities and accommodation characteristics of the
during construction Proposed Development,
Crime during construction and the Ins_pe_ctora_te agrees
. that this is unlikely to
operation T
result in significant
Community infrastructure during effects and is therefore
operation content with the
Disruption to local businesses due proposed approach.
to a reduction in footfall during
construction
Reduction in amenity value,
leisure uses or tourism
Health and safety
Employment during operation
Section | Other points The Inspectorate’s
comments
2 7.10.3 Change in provision of formal It is unclear why this

recreational space from the power
station works

potential effect will only
be considered during
the demolition phase
and not the
construction phase.
This should be clarified
within the ES.

20 y/olume 11 Section 3 Part 8
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7.10.4

Data sources

The ES should identify
the ‘publicly available’
data sources that are
utilised within the
assessment.

7.10.4

Assessment methodology

The ES should provide
further details on the
‘Excel based analysis’
which is proposed
within the Scoping
Report.
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Table 15: Cumulative Effects

Cumulative effects (See Scoping Report section 8)

The ES will consider:

o Effect interactions — the interaction and combination of
environmental effects of the Proposed Development affecting
the same receptor; and

o In-combination interactions — the interaction and combination of
environmental effects of the Proposed Development with a
committed project (or projects) affecting the same receptor.

The majority of cumulative assessments will be qualitative, however
partially quantitative assessments may be undertaken for traffic
related effects for air quality and noise.

Section | Other points The Inspectorate’s comments

8.2.2 Assessment The Inspectorate notes the overarching
methodology approach suggested by the Applicant.

Whilst this does not mirror exactly the
suggested approach set out in AN17, the
principles appear to be broadly in line
with these recommendations.

8.2.2 Identification The Inspectorate recommends that the
and evaluation list of plans of projects to be considered
of projects for within the assessment is agreed with the
consideration local authority.

8.2.2 Identification The ES should set out and justify what
and evaluation geographical boundary has been used to
of projects for identify other plans or projects.
consideration

8.2.2 Identification In order to determine whether the

and evaluation
of projects for
consideration

Proposed Development shares common
sensitive receptors with other projects, it
is recommended that the ES establishes
zones of influence for each topic, as
detailed in AN17.
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Confidential Information

In some circumstances it will be appropriate for information to be
kept confidential. In particular, this may relate to information about
the presence and locations of rare or sensitive species such as
badgers, rare birds and plants where disturbance, damage,
persecution or commercial exploitation may result from publication of
the information. Where documents are intended to remain
confidential the Applicant should provide these as separate paper and
electronic documents with their confidential nature clearly indicated in
the title, and watermarked as such on each page. The information
should not be incorporated within other documents that are intended
for publication or which the Inspectorate would be required to
disclose under the Environmental Information Regulations 2014.

55



Scoping Opinion for
Drax RePower Project

4. INFORMATION SOURCES

4.1.1 The Inspectorate’s National Infrastructure Planning website includes
links to a range of advice regarding the making of applications and
environmental procedures, these include:

e Pre-application prospectus?®*

e Planning Inspectorate Advice Notes??:

Advice Note three: EIA consultation and notification;
Advice Note four: Section 52;
Advice Note five: Section 53 rights of entry;

Advice Note seven: Environmental Impact Assessment:
Preliminary Environmental Information, Screening and
Scoping;

Advice Note nine: Rochdale envelope;

Advice Note ten: Habitat regulations assessment relevant to
nationally significant infrastructure projects (includes
discussion of Evidence Plan process);

Advice Note eleven: Transboundary impacts
Advice Note seventeen: Cumulative effects assessment; and

Advice Note eighteen: The Water Framework Directive.

4.1.2 Applicants are also advised to review the list of information required
to be submitted within an application for Development as set out in

The

Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and

Procedures) Regulations 2009 (as amended).

21 https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/application-process/pre-application-

service-for-applicants/

22 https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/

56


https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/application-process/pre-application-service-for-applicants/
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/application-process/pre-application-service-for-applicants/
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/

Scoping Opinion for
Drax RePower Project

APPENDIX 1: CONSULTATION BODIES

FORMALLY CONSULTED

Table 1: Prescribed consultation bodies

SCHEDULE 1 DESCRIPTION?Z®

ORGANISATION

The Health and Safety Executive

Health and Safety Executive

The National Health Service
Commissioning Board

NHS England

The relevant Clinical
Commissioning Group

Vale of York Clinical Commissioning
Group

East Riding of Yorkshire Clinical
Commissioning Group

Natural England

Natural England

The Historic Buildings and
Monuments Commission for
England

Historic England - Yorkshire

The relevant fire and rescue
authority

North Yorkshire Fire and Rescue
Service

The relevant police and crime
commissioner

North Yorkshire Police and Crime
Commissioner

Humberside Police and Crime
Commissioner

The relevant parish council(s) or,
where the application relates to
land [in] Wales or Scotland, the
relevant community council

Long Drax Parish Council

Drax Parish Council

Newland Parish Council

The Environment Agency

The Environment Agency -
Yorkshire

The Marine Management
Organisation

Marine Management Organisation
(MMO)

23 Schedule 1 of The Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms

and Procedure) Regulations 2009 (as amended) (the ‘APFP Regulations’)
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SCHEDULE 1 DESCRIPTION?Z®

ORGANISATION

The Civil Aviation Authority

Civil Aviation Authority

Integrated Transport Authorities
(ITAs) and Passenger Transport
Executives (PTEs)

South Yorkshire Passenger
Transport Executive

The Relevant Highways Authority

North Yorkshire County Council

The relevant strategic highways
company

Highways England - Yorkshire

The Coal Authority

The Coal Authority

The relevant internal drainage
board

Black Drain Drainage Board

Cowick and Snaith Internal
Drainage Board

Goole and Airmyn Internal Drainage
Board

Goole Fields District Drainage Board

Rawcliffe Internal Drainage Board

Reedness & Swinefleet Drainage
Commissioners

Thorntree Internal Drainage Board

The Canal and River Trust

The Canal and River Trust

Public Health England, an
executive agency of the
Department of Health

Public Health England

Relevant statutory undertakers

See Table 2 below

The Crown Estate Commissioners

The Crown Estate

The Forestry Commission

Forestry Commission - Yorkshire
and North East Area

The Secretary of State for Defence

Ministry of Defence
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Table 2: Relevant statutory undertakers

STATUTORY UNDERTAKER?** ORGANISATION
The relevant Clinical Vale of York Clinical Commissioning
Commissioning Group Group

East Riding of Yorkshire Clinical
Commissioning Group

The National Health Service NHS England
Commissioning Board

The relevant NHS Trust Yorkshire and Humber Ambulance
Service NHS Trust

Railways Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd

Highways England Historical
Railways Estate

Canal Or Inland Navigation The Canal and River Trust
Authorities

Canal Or Inland Navigation North East Waterways
Authorities

Civil Aviation Authority Civil Aviation Authority

Licence Holder (Chapter 1 Of Part | NATS En-Route Safeguarding
1 Of Transport Act 2000)

Universal Service Provider Royal Mail Group

Homes and Communities Agency Homes and Communities Agency

The relevant Environment Agency | Environment Agency - Yorkshire

The relevant water and sewage Yorkshire Water
undertaker

The relevant public gas transporter | Cadent Gas Limited

Energetics Gas Limited

Energy Assets Pipelines Limited

2 :Statutory Undertaker’ is defined in the APFP Regulations as having the
same meaning as in s127 of the Planning Act 2008
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STATUTORY UNDERTAKER?** ORGANISATION

ES Pipelines Ltd

ESP Connections Ltd

ESP Networks Ltd

ESP Pipelines Ltd

Fulcrum Pipelines Limited

GTC Pipelines Limited

Independent Pipelines Limited

Indigo Pipelines Limited

Quadrant Pipelines Limited

National Grid Gas Plc

Scotland Gas Networks Plc

Southern Gas Networks Pic

Wales and West Utilities Ltd

Northern Gas Networks Limited

The relevant electricity generator Drax Corporate Developments
with CPO Powers Limited

Drax Power Limited

The relevant electricity distributor | Energetics Electricity Limited
with CPO Powers

ESP Electricity Limited

G2 Energy IDNO Limited

Harlaxton Energy Networks Limited

Independent Power Networks
Limited

Peel Electricity Networks Limited
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STATUTORY UNDERTAKER?** ORGANISATION

The Electricity Network Company
Limited

UK Power Distribution Limited

Utility Assets Limited

Utility Distribution Networks Limited

Northern Powergrid (Yorkshire) plc

The relevant electricity transmitter | National Grid Electricity
with CPO Powers Transmission Plc

Table 3: Section 43 consultees (for the purposes of section 42(b))
ORGANISATION
Selby District Council

City of York Council

Harrogate Borough Council

Leeds City Council
Wakefield Council

Doncaster Metropolitan Borough Council

East Riding of Yorkshire Council

North Yorkshire County Council

Stockton-on-Tees Borough Council

Durham County Council

Cumbria County Council

Lancashire County Council

Bradford Metropolitan District Council

Darlington Borough Council

Redcar and Cleveland Borough Council

Middlesbrough Council

North York Moors National Park

Yorkshire Dales National Park
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Table 4: Non-prescribed consultation bodies
ORGANISATION
Sheffield City Region Combined Authority
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APPENDIX 2: RESPONDENTS TO
CONSULTATION AND COPIES OF REPLIES

Consultation bodies who replied by the statutory deadline:

Canal and River Trust

Coal Authority

East Riding of Yorkshire Council

Energy Assets Pipelines Limited

Environment Agency

ESP Utilities Group

Harrogate Borough Council

Health and Safety Executive

Highways England

Highways England Historical Railways Estate

Historic England

Leeds City Council

Long Drax Parish Council

Marine Management Organisation

National Grid Gas Plc and National Grid Electricty Transmission Plc (joint
response)

NATS En-Route Safeguarding

Natural England

Newland Parish Council

North York Moors National Park Authority

North Yorkshire County Council and Selby District Council (joint response)

Northern Gas Networks

Public Health England

Redcar and Cleveland Borough Council

Royal Mail

Sheffield City Region Combined Authority

Wakefield Metropolitan District Council
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ﬂ Canal &

< River Trust

6™ October 2017

The Planning Inspectorate

3D Eagle Wing

Temple Quay House Your Ref 170427 _ENO010091-
2 The Square 000170

Bristol

BS1 6PN

Dear Sirs,

Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (the EIA Regulations) —
Regulations 10 and 11

Proposed application by Drax Power Ltd. (the Applicant) for an Order granting
Development Consent for the Drax Repower Project (the Proposed
Development)

Scoping consultation and notification of the Applicant’s contact details and duty
to make available information to the Applicant if requested

Thank you for your consultation in respect of the above.

In respect of the scoping consultation and the EIA Scoping Report submitted by Drax
Power Ltd, we have the following comments to make:

The Drax Power station site is located to the west of the River Ouse. The Canal &
River Trust is Harbour Authority for the river at this point, although we do not own the
river itself. Our interest in this proposal is therefore to ensure that there are no adverse
impacts on navigation on the river or on navigational safety.

The indicative DCO site boundary shown at Figures 1 and 2 extend to the west bank
of the River Ouse in two places, although we note that the indicative development
footprint shown suggests that the proposed peaking plant will be more than 500m from
the river.

The Scoping Report identifies in 5.2.5 that the cooling for the new CCGT will be
provided utilising cooling water from the River Ouse. Changes to the abstraction (or
any discharge) rates compared to existing rates have the potential to affect navigation
on the Ouse. Information upon changes to the abstraction rates, and confirmation as
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to whether discharges to the river are proposed, are not provided in the Scoping
Report.

We recommend that Drax Power Ltd. liaise with the Trust over any changes to the
abstraction and potential discharge of water from and to the River Ouse so that the
Trust can agree the flow rate of the discharges and ensure that their location and
means of construction do not impede navigation on the river or otherwise raise any
navigational safety issues. Information upon changes to abstraction or discharge flow
rates, and any measures required to maintain safe navigation should be fully
addressed within the ES.

Section 5.3.7 explains that the existing Drax Jetty on the River Ouse may be used for
loading and unloading of large plant and equipment, and that works to the jetty to allow
this may be required, including: the location of a mobile crane; associated security
lighting; fencing; and the siting of storage and laydown facilities. The Trust welcome
the potential use of the jetty in principle, and are aware that it has been successfully
used previously for this purpose. Works to the jetty will require consent by the Trust
under the Trust’s Code of Practice for Third Party Works.

As the Trust are Harbour Authority on the River Ouse at this point, the jetty would
come under our harbour area, and works and operations here would need to comply
with the Trust’'s Port Marine Safety Code (PMSC). Lighting on the jetty would likely
need to comply with Trinity House specifications to ensure that craft can be navigated
correctly on the river.

The changes to the jetty have the potential to impact upon the navigational safety of
both craft that will both travel past and those that will utilise the facility. We therefore
believe that information upon the impact of any specified lighting and location and size
of crane facility would be required within the EIA.

There is the potential that works on the jetty may require dredging or bed levelling on
the jetty berth pocket to accommodate craft, or the removal of vegetation around the
facility. These can have indirect impacts upon craft movements upon the river. The
ES therefore would need to cover whether such works are required, and assess the
impacts of these works on the river.

It does not appear likely that the proposed development will have any other potential
impact on the Trust in our capacity as Navigation Authority and we therefore have no
further comments to make on the matters that are identified within the Scoping Report
for inclusion in the EIA. We would encourage that the appropriate liaison take place
with the Environment Agency in order that the Environmental Assessment is
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adequately informed on all other flood and water management matters relating to the
River Ouse.

Yours faithfully

Simon Tucker MSc MRTPI

Area Planner, Yorkshire and North East
Simon.Tucker@canalrivertrust.org.uk
07885 241223
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