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1 Introduction 

1.1 General 

1.1.1 This is a Statement of Common Ground (SOCG) between Western Power 

Distribution (WPD) and Natural Resources Wales (NRW) concerning a 

Development Consent Order (DCO) application made to the Secretary of State for 

Department of Energy and Climate Change (DECC) for consent under the 

Planning Act 2008 (Reference EN020016). 

1.2 Scope of and signatories to this SOCG 

1.2.1 This SOCG has been produced and agreed by the signatories listed in section 9.  

At the request of the Examining Authority (Annex F to Rule 6 Letter) it considers 

the following topics: 

 Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) and in particular, the adequacy of its 

assessment of the potential impacts arising from the Proposed Development 

together with cumulative effects.   

 Climate Change 

 Flooding 

 Water Quality and Supply 

 Habitats, Ecology and Nature Conservation, including Habitats Regulation 

Assessment and 

 Route Optioneering. 

1.2.2 This SOCG does not include for agreement on the DCO.  Both parties propose to 

prepare a document after the submission of the second draft DCO following 

deadline 2. 

1.2.3 The topic of Landscape and Visibility is the subject of a separate SOCG. 
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1.2.4 NRW has confirmed (letter to Examining Authority dated 12 October 2015) that the 

Traffic and Transport and Historic and Archaeological Environment topics do not 

fall within its remit. 

1.2.5 WPD and NRW have taken the decision to include an additional topic of Geology, 

Hydrogeology and Ground Conditions within this SOCG. 

1.3 The Proposed Development 

1.3.1 The Proposed Development would connect the consented Brechfa Forest West 

Wind Farm to an existing overhead line near Llandyfaelog, known as the EE route, 

10km south of Carmarthen. The connection will require approximately 25.3km of 

132,000 volt (132kV) overhead line (OHL) supported by wooden poles and 

approximately 3.3km of underground cable (UGC). A full project description is 

included in Chapter 2 of the Environmental Statement (ES) (Volume 6.2) (APP-

057). 
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2 Environmental Impact Assessment 

2.1 Adequacy of the assessment of potential impacts 

2.1.1 The EIA process undertaken for the Proposed Development is documented in 

Chapter 6 of the ES (Volume 6.2) (APP-061). A detailed description of the EIA 

approach undertaken for each of the technical topics is further set out in technical 

chapters 8-19 (Volume 6.2) (APP-063 - 074), associated figures (Volume 6.3) 

(APP-076 – 080) and appendices (Volume 6.4) (APP-81 – 114). 

2.1.2 Each technical chapter of the ES (Volume 6.2) details: 

 
 Legislation and Policy Context: This sub-section outlines statutes, guidance, 

policies and plans relevant to the environmental interests forming the focus of 

the assessment;  

 Scope and Methodology: This sub-section identifies and describes the scope 

of the assessment, the methods and criteria adopted, relevant guidance 

followed, and any assessment limitations, assumptions or difficulties 

encountered; 

 Baseline Conditions: This sub-section describes the features and 

characteristics associated with the existing environment; 

 Predicted Impacts: This sub-section reports the predicted impacts on the 

baseline environment during the construction, operational and 

decommissioning phases; 

 Mitigation: This sub-section details all measures that have been incorporated 

into the design of the project and/or agreed as deliverable; 

 Summary of Effects: This sub-section summarises the nature and significance 

of residual environmental effects that are predicted to remain, post-

implementation of mitigation measures.  
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2.1.3 WPD’s assessment of the Proposed Development has concluded that significant 

effects have been predicted both for certain Landscape receptors detailed in 

Chapter 9 (APP-064) Sections 9.6 and 9.7 and Ecological receptors detailed in 

Chapter 10 (APP-065), Section 10.11 (Volume 6.2). The parties agree that the 

prediction of effects is appropriate for Ecological receptors but NRW disagrees 

with WPD’s landscape conclusions with regard to the effects arising from Poles 

84-86.  

2.1.4 Where environmental effects have been identified the individual ES chapters have 

where appropriate identified mitigation.  This is collated and reported within 

Chapter 20 (Volume 6.2) (APP-075).  The parties agree that the mitigation 

measures proposed are adequate, appropriate and   reasonably expected to be 

deliverable. 

2.1.5 It is acknowledged that where appropriate, assessment has been based on 

professional judgement, the parties agree that the professional judgement used is 

reasonable. 

2.1.6 The parties agree that the adequacy of the assessment of the potential impact of 

the Proposed Development is appropriate for those matters covered by this 

SOCG.  

2.2  Approach to the Cumulative Assessment 

2.2.1 The Cumulative assessment (Chapter 19 of the ES, Volume 6.2, APP-074) 

addresses the potential cumulative impacts arising from the construction, use and 

decommissioning of the Proposed Development. 

2.2.2 Chapter 17 of the EIA Scoping Report (WPD, July 2014) provided an overview of 

the applicant’s proposed methodology in relation to cumulative and inter-

relationship assessments. Topic-specific information was also provided within the 

technical chapters of the Scoping Report (Volume 6.5, APP-115) where 

appropriate.  



 
 
 
 

Statement of Common Ground between WPD and NRW 

9 

2.2.3 The Secretary of State (SoS) Scoping Opinion (August 2014) (Volume 6.6, APP-

116) confirmed that potential cumulative impacts with other major developments 

should be identified, as required by the EIA Regulations. The significance of 

impacts should be shown to be assessed against the ‘baseline’ position (which 

would include built and operational development). In assessing cumulative 

impacts, the SoS advised that other major development should be identified 

through consultation with the local planning authorities and other relevant 

authorities on the basis of those that are:  

 projects that are under construction1; 

 permitted application(s) not yet implemented;  

 submitted application(s) not yet determined;  

 all refusals subject to appeal procedures not yet determined;  

 projects on the National Infrastructure programme of projects; and  

 projects identified in the relevant development plan (and emerging 

development plans - with appropriate weight being given as they move closer 

to adoption) recognising that much information on any relevant proposals will 

be limited.  

2.2.4 With regard to ‘interactions’ the SoS advised that all the specialist topics in the ES 

should cross reference their text to other relevant disciplines, as interactions 

between the specialist topics are essential to the production of a robust 

assessment. 

2.2.5 A summary of the consultation activities undertaken in relation to the cumulative 

and inter-relationship assessment is summarised within Chapter 19, Table 19.1 

(Volume 6.2, APP-074). 

2.3 Assessment methodology  

                                                           
1 Where those projects were not identified as part of the existing baseline assessment   
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2.3.1 Full details of the methodologies employed, the study area and the baseline 

results obtained to support the assessment of cumulative impacts and inter-

relationships resulting from construction, operation and decommissioning of the 

Proposed Development are provided in:  

 ES Chapter 19 Cumulative impacts and inter-relationships (Volume 6.2, APP-

074). 

Study Area 

2.3.2 The study area is described in Chapter 19, paragraphs 19.4.10 – 19.4.14 (Volume 

6.2, APP-074) with key points being summarised as: 

 the cumulative assessment has been undertaken at a spatial scale appropriate 

for each environmental topic; 

 the initial area of search was based on the largest study area defined for any 

proposed EIA parameter; in this case 2km either side of the Proposed 

Development; 

 CCC were also invited to provide details of any additional projects beyond the 

2km study area that may also be relevant to the assessment; and 

 a 1km search area was used for the works proposed at Burry Port and the 

main construction compound (which do not form part of the application) as the 

nature of the works is of a low magnitude and short-term. 

2.3.3 The parties agree that the study area described in Chapter 19 (Volume 6.2, APP-

074) is appropriate. 

Methodologies 

2.3.4 The methodology with regard to refining the data set within the search area is 

described in Chapter 19, paragraphs 19.4.15 – 19.4.26. The approach can be 

summarised as: 

 data was sourced in relation to planning applications and other applications for 
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development obtained from CCC for the 7-year period preceding the date of 

the request (and including applications pending consideration, and those at 

appeal, at the time the data was provided by CCC on 25 March 2015). A time-

frame of 7-years was chosen so as to include, as far as practically possible, all 

planning applications that could still be capable of being implemented. Chapter 

19, section 19.4.18 (Volume 6.2, APP-074) details which projects were 

removed from consideration; 

 projects defined by the PINS register of NSIP applications (data for the Wales 

area shows that at the time of writing only the consented Brechfa Forest West 

Wind Farm DCO would be likely to be relevant to the cumulative assessment 

and for the avoidance of doubt this has been considered); and 

 data from extant and emerging local plans for CCC’s administrative area 

derived from desk-based assessment of those plans.  

2.3.5 In summary, the resulting tables and maps provided in Figures 19.1-19.3 (Volume 

6.3, APP-080) provide an overview of the projects that have been considered by 

the various technical EIA topics within the cumulative impact assessment.   NRW 

agrees that to the best of its knowledge the list of projects have been appropriately 

identified and that no additional projects have come forward since 25 March 2015 

that have the potential, cumulatively with the proposed development, to give rise to 

significant effects. 

2.3.6 The detail of how the cumulative impact assessment has been completed in each 

case varies according to the specific EIA topic and as such is considered within 

relevant SOCG. 

2.3.7 The methodology for assessing inter-relationships is presented in Chapter 19 

section 19.4.27 -19.4.33 (Volume 6.2, APP-074). The ES identifies and 

summarises any potential additional effects that may be of greater significance 

than the individual effects acting in isolation on a given receptor. 

2.3.8 As a consequence of the above, the parties agree that the methodology employed 
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has enabled a reasonable and proportionate assessment of inter-relationships and 

cumulative effects for the Proposed Development. 

 

2.4 Results 

2.4.1 Chapter 19 of the ES, section 19.5 (Volume 6.2, APP-074) summarises the 

assessment of cumulative effects undertaken for each of the environmental topic 

areas contained at Chapters 8-18 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-063-073) and 

concludes there are no significant cumulative effects identified that could lead to a 

greater significance of effect than already identified in the topic-specific chapters. 

In addition, there are no inter-related effects identified that could interact to lead to 

a greater significance of effect than already identified in the topic-specific chapters. 

2.4.2 As a consequence of the above, the parties agree that there would be no 

significant cumulative or inter-relationship effects identified that could lead to a 

greater significance of effect than already identified in the topic-specific chapters.  

2.4.3 In addition, it is acknowledged that the cumulative and inter-related assessments 

are, where appropriate, qualitative in nature and based on professional judgement, 

the parties agree that the professional judgement used is reasonable. 
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3 Climate Change 

3.1 Introduction 

3.1.1 WPD and NRW have engaged in consultation with regard to aspects of the 

Proposed Development which may exacerbate climate change, or the effects 

arising from it, with particular regard to flooding.  Other than in the context of 

flooding, the parties agree that the potential contribution of the Proposed 

Development to climate change (for example emissions to air) its resilience to 

climate change, or the extent to which the transmission of renewable electricity 

from the consented Brechfa Forest West Wind Farm may reduce the requirement 

for fossil fuel energy generation are not matters NRW wish to comment on and are 

hence not considered further within this SOCG. 

3.2 Consultation 

3.2.1  A record of consultation between the parties on the topic of flooding and flood risk 

is set out within Chapter 13 of the Environmental Statement, section 13.3 (Volume 

6.2, APP-068). Of specific reference to the topic of this SOCG is the response 

made by NRW to statutory consultation (dated 16 January 2015) in which it was 

confirmed that as there are no permanent structures, other than poles, to be 

located within NRW’s current flood outlines there would be no requirement from 

NRW for a flood consequences assessment to support the Proposed 

Development. 

3.2.2 NRW is aware, and understands why, WPD chose to prepare a Flood 

Consequence Assessment (FCA) in light of the comment received, namely that 

the submission of a Flood Risk Assessment (FCA in Wales) is requested by 

regulation 5(2) (e)2. NRW has confirmed to PINS in its relevant representations 

(RR-021) that it ‘agree(s) with conclusions of the FCA which state that the 

                                                           
2 The Infrastructure Planning (Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009 
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development will have a negligible impact upon flood risk.’ 

3.2.3 There has been no consultation between the parties on other matters that may 

have the potential to affect or be affected by climate change.  NRW is satisfied that 

it was not necessary to consult with them on matters regarding emissions to air, 

the transmission of renewable energy per se or the resilience of the Proposed 

Development (other than in the context of flooding) although these details have 

been provided as part of the DCO application (ES Appendix 7.3 Climate Change 

Resilience Report Volume 6.4, APP-085). 

3.3 The Environmental Impact Assessment 

3.3.1 The potential for the development to affect, and to be affected by climate change 

is set out within the Flood Consequence Assessment (Volume 5.2, APP-051) and 

within the Environmental Statement (ES) (Volume 6.2) in the following chapters: 

 Chapter 7 Planning Policy of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-062), references NPS 

EN-1 (paragraphs 7.2.8-7.2.9) and NPS EN-5 (paragraphs 7.2.12 and 7.2.16) 

and at Appendix 7.3 (Volume 6.4, APP-085) it provides the Climate Change 

Resilience Report which sets out the potential changes to the environment as 

a result of climate change and the measures taken by WPD to ensure that the 

Proposed Development will be resilient to climate change. 

 Chapter 13 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-068) Hydrology, Drainage and Flood 

Risk refers to relevant policy (paragraph 13.2.19 in the context of Planning 

Policy Wales 7 and at paragraph 13.2.28 in the context of the Carmarthenshire 

Local Development Plan).  It also sets out how hydrological baseline 

conditions may change as a result of climate change at paragraph 13.5.70.  

 Chapter 15 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-070) Air Quality concludes no 

significant climate change effects are anticipated as a result of the 

development due to the limited potential for the release of greenhouse gases. 

Other Environmental Statement chapters make reference to relevant climate 

change policy only. 
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Baseline 

3.3.2 The parties are in agreement that where the ES considers the extent to which 

climate change may alter current baseline conditions (hydrology) that the 

information provided is sufficient.  There is also agreement that baseline 

conditions are unlikely to change significantly as a result of climate change 

between the date at which the assessment of effects was undertaken (2015) and 

the date when construction may commence (2016) relative to other matters within 

the scope of NRW’s statutory duties, namely ecology and landscape. 

Assessment of Effects 

3.3.3 The ES (Volume 6.2) includes for the consideration of flooding within Chapter 13 

and flooding has the potential to be exacerbated by climate change.  The 

assessment is informed by the Flood Consequence Assessment (Volume 5.2, 

APP-051) which is submitted as a separate DCO document. The assessment 

considers the issue of climate change and recognises that increased intensity and 

frequency of precipitation is likely to lead to reduced infiltration and increased 

overland flow. However it concludes that due to the nature of the development and 

the short time frame for its construction, climate change will not result in an 

increase in surface water flood risk. The appropriateness and robustness of the 

assessment reported within both documents is agreed.  

3.3.4 With regard to earth movement or subsidence caused by flooding and/or drought 

(in the case of underground cables), no change, or small changes in precipitation 

levels are unlikely to significantly alter the water tables outside of normal seasonal 

changes. As such earth movement or subsidence is unlikely to have a significant 

effect upon underground cables as a result of climate change. 

3.3.5 The parties agree that the operational effects of the Proposed Development upon 

ecology and landscape are unlikely to be significantly different as a result of 

climate change and that the operation of the Proposed Development is unlikely to 
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exacerbate climate change relative to these topics. 
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4 Water Quality, Supply and Flood Risk 

4.1 Environmental Impact Assessment 

Scope 

4.1.1 The survey methodologies to be used to define the hydrological environment 

baseline and the methodologies to be used to assess the potential for significant 

effects were presented within the scoping report entitled ‘EIA Scoping Report - 

Brechfa Forest Connection Project [July 2014]’ (Volume 6.5, APP-115).   

4.1.2 The Secretary of State’s scoping opinion was received on 21st August 2014 

(Volume 6.6, APP-116).  Advice contained within the scoping opinion with 

relevance to the hydrological environment recommended that: 

 The study area be fully described in the ES including consideration of potential 

direct and indirect impacts on the hydrological environment outwith the 

proposed development site boundary as a result of the works; 

 Following NRW’s comments on aquifers, the identification of all water features 

above and below ground is included in the ES, with specific consideration of 

effects in terms of these waterbodies and appropriate mitigation measures; 

 The preparation of a report for the purposes of a Habitat Regulations 

Assessment with regards to the Rover Towy SAC and SSSI; and 

 The application is accompanied by an assessment of compliance with the 

Water Framework Directive or else agreement with the relevant consultees in 

respect of the need for WFD compliance assessments. 

4.1.3 As a consequence of the above, the parties agree that the scope utilised enabled 

a robust hydrological environment assessment to be established for the proposed 

Brechfa Forest Connection.   
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Assessment Methodologies  

4.1.4 The parties agree that the assessment method for the consideration of 

construction, operation and decommissioning effects on water quality and supply, 

drainage and flood risk is appropriate and that it has been applied correctly. 

Baseline Assessment 

4.1.5 The full description of the baseline environment relating to water quality and 

supply, drainage and flood risk is presented in ES Chapter 13, Section 13.5 

(Volume 6.2, APP-068) and Appendix 13.1 (Volume 6.4, APP-109), which should 

be read in conjunction with this SOCG. 

4.1.6 The Proposed Development crosses 5 Main Rivers and several other smaller 

‘Ordinary’ watercourses.   

4.1.7 The two main catchments associated with the route of the Proposed Development 

are the River Towy catchment and the River Gwili catchment. The River Towy at 

the HDD crossing location is considered to be influenced by both fluvial and tidal 

sources.   

4.1.8 There are three Main Rivers crossed by the Proposed Development using HDD 

methods (River Towy, Abergwili Mill Leat and Bwlch Stream), and two Main Rivers 

crossed by oversailing (River Gwili and Nant Pibwr). Other watercourses are 

crossed by non HDD methodologies (including Nant Corrwg and Nant Crychiau).  

Main Rivers in the vicinity of the Burry Port works are Barnaby Pil and River 

Loughor. 

4.1.9 The Proposed Development is predominantly located within Flood Zone A and is 

therefore considered to be at a low risk of fluvial / tidal flooding.  The areas of flood 

zone encountered along the route are predominantly narrow bands at the locations 

proposed for a watercourse crossing. The exception is where works are conducted 

to the east of Carmarthen (Towy / Gwili floodplain), within Flood Zone C2 and 

works at Burry Port within Flood Zone B.   
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4.1.10 Flood risk from other sources along the Proposed Development is considered to 

be low. 

4.1.11 Eight watercourses have been assessed for water quality against the recorded 

water quality of the Water Framework Directive; 

 Nant Pibwr – Current Ecological Status = Poor 

 River Towy – Current Ecological Status = Moderate 

 Nant Crychiau – Current Ecological Status = Moderate 

 River Gwili (near Abergwili) – Current Ecological Status = Moderate 

 River Gwili (near Llanllawddog) – Current Ecological Status = Good 

 River Pib – Current Ecological Status = Moderate 

 Barnaby Pil (Burry Port) – Current Ecological Status = Good 

 Tawalen Brook (Main Construction Compound) – Current Ecological Status = 

Good 

4.1.12 The River Towy is of European importance and is designated both a SAC and 

SSSI.  The designation is due to its population of otter, resident fish species 

(bullhead and brook lamprey), and migratory species (such as twaite and allis 

shad, Atlantic salmon, and river and sea lamprey). 

4.1.13 There are numerous hydrological features (ponds, springs, issues) which are 

located within close proximity to the works to be undertaken and are detailed in ES 

Chapter 13 (Volume 6.2, APP-068) and Appendix 13.1 (Volume 6.4, APP-109). 

4.1.14 The route does not cross any Source Protection Zones, though environmental 

data indicates that there are seven groundwater abstractions with 2km of the 

Order Limits, but none with 1km, and eight surface water abstractions within 2km 

of the Order Limits.  There are 10 active discharge consents within 250m of the 

Proposed Development. 
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4.1.15 The parties agree that the description of the baseline environment used for the 

construction, operation and decommissioning phases for the hydrology, drainage 

and flood risk assessment is an appropriate and accurate description of the 

baseline conditions. 

4.1.16 The parties agree that the approach to projected changes to the baseline 

environment (the future baseline) is appropriate. 

Assessment of Effects 

4.1.17 The following potential effects to hydrology, drainage and flood risk have been 

considered: 

 Flood risk to the development and construction operations; 

 Increased flood risk from the development – uncontrolled surface runoff; 

 Damage to flood defences; 

 Spillages of pollutants from construction works; 

 Increased sedimentation of watercourses from construction works; 

 Increased levels of nitrates and phosphates entering a watercourse from 

construction works; and 

 Creating pollutant pathways (flood zones and trenches). 

4.1.18 The assessment of the consequence of effects to hydrology, drainage and flood 

risk takes into account any embedded mitigation as outlined in the ES Chapter 13 

Section 13.5 paragraphs 13.5.68 to 13.5.71 (Volume 6.2, APP-068). 

4.1.19 Receptors are split into three types, those relating to: hydrology and water 

resources (flooding, surface water flows and drainage), Water Quality (assessed 

against WFD classification), and designated sites (SSSIs, SACs etc).  

4.1.20 NRW confirm, following a review of the requirements of the Water Framework 

Directive Assessment, that the key elements of the Proposed Development have 
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been identified and screened appropriately.  

4.1.21 The assessment detailed in Chapter 13, Sections 13.6-13.10, (Volume 6.2, APP-

068) identified that the potential consequence of identified impacts on hydrology 

and flood risk (after implemented mitigation) will be of a negligible adverse effect; 

no consequence of effect of moderate or above has been identified by this 

assessment. Therefore, long term adverse effects to hydrology and flood risk as a 

result of the Proposed Development are not expected. 

4.1.22 The parties agree that the assessment and the prediction of the consequence of 

effect to the hydrology and flood risk during construction, operation and 

decommissioning phases is appropriate and are agreed on the conclusions for the 

significance of effect. 

4.1.23 The parties agree that the description of the climate change effects on the 

hydrology, drainage and flood risk assessments is accurate. 

4.1.24 NRW has confirmed to PINS in their relevant representations (RR-021) that it 

‘agree(s) with conclusions of the FCA which state that the development will have a 

negligible impact upon flood risk.’ 

Cumulative Effects and Inter-relationships 

4.1.25 Section 13.11 of Chapter 13 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-068) provides an 

assessment of the potential cumulative effects of the Proposed Development.  In 

particular: 

 Table 13.7 of Chapter 13 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-068) provides a 

comprehensive schedule of the developments that are relevant to an 

assessment of potential cumulative effects; 

 Assessment has been undertaken of both the combined and additional 

cumulative effects.  

 No significant cumulative hydrology or water quality effects would arise.  
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 The potential for interaction between effects on the water quality and supply, 

drainage and flood risk and other aspects of the environment that are 

identified in other technical chapters are assessed in Section 13.11 of Chapter 

13 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-068). No significant inter-relationship effects 

would arise. 

4.1.26 The parties agree that the description of the cumulative hydrology, drainage and 

flood risk effects (and residual cumulative effects) as set out in ES Chapter 13, 

Section 13.11 (Volume 6.2, APP-068) is reasonable.  

Mitigation 

4.1.27 Mitigation of the hydrology, water quality and flood risk effects of the Proposed 

Development is appropriately embedded within its routeing and design and 

additional mitigation as outlined in Section 13.9 of Chapter 13 of the ES (Volume 

6.2, APP-068).   

4.1.28 The mitigation measures within the project design that are proposed within Section 

13.9 of Chapter 13 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-068) will be secured via 

Requirements in the DCO via the CEMP (Volume 8.6, APP-127).  

4.1.29 Chapter 13, Section 13.9 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-068) outlines the consents 

and licences which may be required to facilitate the development with regard to 

hydrology, drainage and flood risk. Applications will be submitted to NRW for 

consent should they be required. 

4.1.30 The parties agree that the mitigation measures proposed as set out in the ES 

Chapter 13, Section 13.9 (Volume 6.2, APP-068) and the CEMP (Volume 8.6, 

APP-127) are basically reasonable and appropriate. 

4.1.31 With regard to pollution prevention, NRW confirms in its relevant representation 

(RR-021) that it ‘agree(s) with the ES that a majority of any adverse impacts are 

likely to occur during the construction phase and it does identify the necessary 

mitigation measures which must be integrated into a robust and practical 

Construction Environmental Management Plan.’ 
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5 Habitats, Ecology and Nature Conservation 

5.1 Consultation 

5.1.1 Adequate consultation on ecology matters with NRW was carried out at all stages 

of the route selection, scoping and assessment process leading up to the DCO 

application.  These consultations are accurately summarised by Table 10.1 in 

section 10.3 of Chapter 10 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-065).   

5.1.2 During this process no major and/or significant differences in opinion were raised 

by NRW regarding the route selection process and criteria; the scope of the 

assessment; or the assessment methodologies and criteria used. 

5.2 The route selection process 

5.2.1 Full details of the process and of the reasoning which underpins the selection of 

the route for the Proposed Development are provided in Chapter 3, Alternatives, of 

the ES (Volume 6.2).  NRW were adequately consulted and agreed with the range 

of constraints and considerations used to determine the preferred route from an 

ecological perspective.   

5.3 Environmental Impact Assessment 

The assessment methodology 

5.3.1 Full details of the methodologies employed to support the assessment of effects 

upon ecology resulting from the construction, operation and decommissioning of 

the Brechfa Forest Connection are provided in sections 10.4 of Chapter 10 of the 

ES (Volume 6.2, APP-065).  The methodology used for the ecological impact 

assessment is consistent with current best practice guidelines.  

The scope of the assessment 

5.3.2 It is agreed that the following protected species were scoped out of the 
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assessment due to their likely absence in the study area: 

 great crested newt; and 

 white-clawed crayfish. 

5.3.3 It is agreed that detailed surveys were not required for the following protected 

species as the potential impacts of the Proposed Development on these species 

are minor and similar to normal forestry practices: 

 pine marten; 

 red squirrel. 

5.3.4 It is agreed that electrocution impacts on birds could be scoped out of the ES. 

5.3.5 It is agreed that the study areas identified within Chapter 10 of the ES (Volume 

6.2, APP-065) for baseline characterisation are appropriate and that there is no 

potential for significant impacts to arise beyond these boundaries. 

The survey methodologies 

5.3.6 It is agreed that an appropriate survey effort was used for all species and habitats 

assessed and that the level of survey undertaken and reported in the ES is 

appropriate for the scale of impact anticipated.  

The baseline conditions 

5.3.7 It is agreed that the ES is comprehensive, and that all of the relevant ecological 

receptors and impacts associated with the Proposed Development have been 

considered in Chapter 10 section 10.6-10.8 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-065). 

5.3.8 It is agreed that the descriptions given in Chapter 10 of the ES paragraphs 10.5.1 

to 10.5.74 (Volume 6.2, APP-065), and Appendix 10.1 to 10.6 of the ES (Volume 

6.4, APP-095 - 100) provide an accurate and appropriate characterisation of the 

ecological resources, including habitats and protected species, in the study area. 
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The assessment of the significance of effects 

Construction, operation and decommissioning effects 

5.3.9 Sections 10.6, 10.7 and 10.8 of Chapter 10 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-065) 

provide an adequate assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed 

Development.  

5.3.10 Tables 10.8 and 10.9 in section 10.11 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-065) provide an 

adequate assessment of the residual effects of the Proposed Development during 

construction operation and decommissioning phases respectively. 

Cumulative effects 

5.3.11 Section 10.13 of chapter 10 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-065) provides an 

adequate assessment of the potential cumulative effects of the Proposed 

Development.    

5.3.12 It is agreed that no significant cumulative ecological effects are likely.  

Mitigation 

5.3.13 NRW has confirmed through its relevant representation to PINS that it ‘require(s) a 

scheme to secure the mitigation for bats, dormice and otters as set out in the ES 

(and appendices).’ The scheme is the HMP submitted as part of the CEMP 

(Volume 8.6 APP-127). 

Avoidance of Sensitive Habitats 

5.3.14 It is agreed that the designed-in mitigation (sensitive routing, positioning of poles) 

and the proposed mitigation during construction (outlined in the CEMP (Volume 

8.6, APP-127) will sufficiently protect the sensitive habitats of the bog at 

Rhydargaeau and the pingo complex at Alltwalis. 

5.3.15 It is agreed that the impact of single pole installation on wet habitats is likely to be 

minimal and can be mitigated through standard construction practices, therefore a 
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specific section in the ES to cover impacts on hydrological functioning of wet 

habitats was not necessary. 

5.3.16 It is agreed that the Allt Penycoed Stream Section SSSI (notified for its fossil 

assemblages) will not be impacted by the Proposed Development and did not 

need to be assessed in the ES.  

Habitat Regulations Assessment 

5.3.17 It is agreed that potential impacts of the Proposed Development on the 

Carmarthen Bay and Estuaries SAC should be considered, due to its hydrological 

connectivity to the Afon Tywi SAC (which is within the study area). 

5.3.18 It is agreed that potential impacts and mitigation for the Afon Tywi SAC and 

Carmarthen Bay and Estuaries SAC are set out in the HRA No Significant Effects 

Report (NSER). 

5.3.19 Further discussion of the matters agreed with relation to the HRA NSER is dealt 

with in a separate section of this Statement of Common Ground. 

Twaite shad 

5.3.20 It is agreed that main migration period for twaite shad (Alosa fallax) on the Afon 

Tywi SAC is between April and June and horizontal direction drill (HDD) of the 

Afon Tywi SAC and its tributaries should be avoided during this period. 

Otters 

5.3.21 Further discussion of the matters agreed with relation to Otters is dealt with in the 

HRA section of this SOCG.  

Potential Impacts on Foraging and Commuting Bats 

5.3.22 It is agreed that the level of bat activity survey undertaken and reported in the ES 

is appropriate for the scale of impact anticipated.  
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5.3.23 It is agreed that the mitigation for hedgerows within the underground section (i.e. 

hedgerow translocation, a reduced hedgerow breach to 8 m) and pre-construction 

check on trees identified within Table A1 of ES Appendix 10.1 (Volume 6.3, APP-

095) will reduce the potential impact of the Proposed Development on foraging 

and commuting bats.  

5.3.24 It is agreed that no specific mitigation (associated with foraging and commuting 

bats) is required for hedgerow pruning under the OHL or new access points 

required for poles 20, 21, 22, 128 and 169, as the impact is considered to be 

minor. 

Potential Impacts on Dormouse 

5.3.25 It is agreed that the dormouse survey results reported within a Draft European 

Protected Species Licence and submitted as an appendix to the ES (Volume 6.4, 

APP-98), suffice as a means to report the impacts of the scheme and to propose 

appropriate dormouse mitigation which shall be agreed with NRW and 

implemented.   

5.3.26 It is agreed that the dormouse surveys undertaken and reported in the ES are 

appropriate for the scale of impact anticipated.  

5.3.27 It is agreed that the proposed Dormouse mitigation at Nant Morlais woodland and 

associated hedgerows is sufficient and that nest boxes will be erected at the 

earliest opportunity, ideally at least one year before construction starts in this area. 

5.3.28 It is agreed that post-construction monitoring of Nant Morlais woodland will occur 

in year 1, 3 and 5 and that two box checks will be carried out during the breeding 

season in those years.  

5.3.29 It is agreed that on-going vegetation management for the OHL can be covered 

under a separate European Protected Species Mitigation (EPSM) licence from 

NRW. 
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Habitat Management Plan 

5.3.30 A Habitat Management Plan (see CEMP Volume 8.6, APP-127) has been 

developed in consultation with NRW to provide further details on ecological 

mitigation, compensation and enhancement to be carried out both during and 

following construction activities.  It is agreed that the draft Habitat Management 

Plan submitted with the ES provides an appropriate and suitable approach to 

ecological mitigation and enhancement. 

Construction Environmental Management Plan 

5.3.31 A Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) (Volume 8.6, APP-127) 

has been developed in consultation with NRW to provide further details on 

ecological mitigation to be carried out during construction activities.  It is agreed 

that the draft CEMP (Volume 8.6) provides an appropriate and suitable approach 

to ecological mitigation during construction at this stage of the proposed 

development and that the final CEMP, to be agreed by the relevant planning 

authority will in addition include relevant mitigation for otters, pre-tree felling 

checks for bats and is appended with the Dormouse Method Statement.  The final 

CEMP will also include contact details for ecological advice and supervision, 

including copies of EPS ‘toolbox talks’. A timetable for work in accordance with the 

method statement will also be included.  

5.3.32 NRW has confirmed through its relevant representation to the examining authority 

that it ‘agree(s) with the ES that a majority of any adverse impacts are likely to 

occur during the construction phase and it does identify the necessary mitigation 

measures which must be integrated into a robust and practical Construction 

Environmental Management Plan’. 
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6.4 Study Area and Annex II Species 

6.4.1 It is agreed that potential impacts of the Project are limited to the Afon Tywi SAC 

and the Carmarthen Bay and Estuaries SAC, due to its hydrological connectivity to 

the Afon Tywi SAC.   

Afon Tywi SAC 

6.4.2 Otter (Lutra lutra) and twaite shad (Alosa fallax) are both Annex II species and the 

primary reason for the selection of this site as an SAC.  Additional qualifying 

features of the site are the presence of five other fish species of conservation 

significance. These features are not a primary reason for the designation and they 

are listed within the NSER at 1.2.3 (Volume 5.4).  The methodology and scope of 

the otter surveys undertaken to inform the assessment of effects is considered 

appropriate.  It is accepted that there is no requirement to undertake fish surveys. 

The conservation objectives summarised in the NSER at 1.2.10 (Volume 5.4, 

APP-053) are correct. 

Carmarthen Bay and Estuaries SAC 

6.4.3 There are six Annex I habitats which are the primary reason for the designation of 

the site. Twaite shad are also a primary reason for the designation. Additional 

qualifying features of the site are the presence of otter and three other fish species 

of conservation significance. These features are not a primary reason for the 

designation and they are listed within the NSER at 1.2.13 (Volume 5.4, APP-053).  

The methodology and scope of the otter surveys undertaken to inform the 

assessment of effects is considered appropriate.  It is accepted that there is no 

requirement to undertake fish surveys. The conservation objectives summarised in 

the NSER at 1.2.15 (Volume 5.4, APP-053) are correct.  

Otters 

Construction and Decommissioning 

6.4.4 The NSER, sections 1.3.13-1.3.16, (Volume 5.4, APP-053) identifies the potential 
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for effects arising from construction to otters.  It concludes that effects arising from 

both the construction of the OHL and underground cable would not be significant 

with the following mitigation in place: 

 works will take place during normal working hours this will limit the likelihood 

for disturbance to commuting and foraging otters. 

 lighting of the HDD compound at night is required for security but it will be 

directional and will not be allowed to spill onto watercourses or riparian 

corridors.  

 pre-construction otter surveys will be carried out at the proposed HDD 

crossing points to check for any newly created holts or couches close to the 

proposed working areas. 

6.4.5 It is agreed that otters will not be affected significantly by works to decommission 

the connection providing that the same mitigation is in place. 

Operation 

6.4.6 It is agreed that effects arising from the operation of the connection will not result 

in significant impacts to otters. 

Twaite Shad 

6.4.7 It is agreed that main migration period for twaite shad (Alosa fallax) on the Afon 

Tywi SAC is between April and June and horizontal direction drill (HDD) of the 

Afon Tywi SAC and its tributaries should be avoided during this period.  With this 

mitigation in place it is agreed that there will be no significant impacts upon twaite 

shad by reason of construction, operation or decommissioning as a result of the 

proposed development. It is agreed that the proposed cable burial depths of 5m 

under the Afon Twyi and 1.5m under the tributaries and the use of cable sheathing 

material will reduce the exposure of sensitive fish species to electromagnetic 

fields. 

6.4.8 It is agreed that there is no contrary information with regard to the likelihood of 
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significant effects from electromagnetic fields at this cable depth. 

6.4.9 NRW have confirmed through their relevant representation to PINS that ‘We 

support the developer’s approach in the ES in respect of the proposed HDD of the 

pipeline a minimum of 5 metres below the river bed level of the River Towy and 

programmed outside the migration/spawning periods’. 

6.5 Pollution 

6.5.1 It is agreed that the implementation of the pollution prevention measures outlined 

in the NSER, sections 1.3.20 – 1.3.22, 1.3.25 – 1.3.26, 1.3.28 -1.3.33 and 1.3.44 

(Volume 5.4) and the ES section 10.9 (Volume 6.2) are sufficient to prevent any 

significant impact on the designated sites during construction and 

decommissioning.  No potential for significant effects arising from pollution during 

operation are identified subject to implementation of appropriate pollution 

prevention measures.  

6.6 In-combination Effect 

6.6.1 It is agreed that the projects listed for inclusion in the HRA NSER (section 1.4) 

(Volume 5.4, APP-053) in-combination assessment are appropriate.  NRW is 

aware of two recent planning applications submitted to CCC subsequent to the 

submission of the application and will liaise with WPD to agree whether there is a 

potential for a change in the in-combination effects assessed such that there is a 

requirement for the HRA NSER to be updated.  
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7 Route Optioneering 

7.1 The Optioneering Process 

7.1.1 The process of route optioneering was undertaken by WPD at the strategic and at 

the detailed level. It included for the identification of the appropriate connection 

point and the means of connecting to it.  The approach taken is set out within the 

Strategic Optioneering Report (Volume 8.2, APP-122). 

7.1.2 WPD have actively engaged with NRW in the optioneering process throughout the 

project and have considered the appropriate environmental factors raised 

throughout the dialogue in their assessment of the proposed route for the OHL line 

subject to the matter below.  

Undergrounding – not in agreement. 

7.1.3 The parties do not agree on the need to mitigate the proposed OHL within Project 

Landscape Character Area 6 (Poles 84-86).  NRW is of the opinion that effects 

upon the landscape are significant to the extent that mitigation in the form of 

undergrounding would be appropriate.  WPD is of the opinion that the presence of 

OHL within this character area would not have a significant effect and hence 

mitigation in the form of undergrounding is not appropriate. 
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8 Geology, Hydrogeology and Ground Conditions 

8.1 Environmental Impact Assessment 

Scope and Methodologies 

8.1.1 The survey methodologies to be used to define the geology, hydrogeology and 

ground conditions baseline, and the methodologies to be used to assess the 

potential for significant effects, were presented within the scoping report entitled 

‘EIA Scoping Report - Brechfa Forest Connection Project [July 2014]’ (Volume 6.6, 

APP-115).   

8.1.2 In light of the scoping opinion, WPD incorporated comments regarding the scope 

of the baseline surveys and assessment methodologies.  

8.1.3 As a consequence of the above, the parties agree that the survey methodologies 

employed, provided an appropriate baseline for geology, hydrogeology and ground 

conditions to be established for the proposed Brechfa Forest Connection.  This 

baseline is presented within the ES chapter 12 section 12.5 (Volume 6.2, APP-

067) (and Appendix 12.1, Volume 6.4, APP-103-108).  Furthermore the 

methodologies for assessing the significance of effect upon the geology, 

hydrogeology and ground conditions, as presented within ES chapter 12 section 

12.4 (Volume 6.2, APP-067), are agreed. 

Baseline 

8.1.4 The baseline geology, hydrogeology and ground conditions is presented within the 

ES chapter 12, section 12.5 (Volume 6.2, APP-067) and Appendix 12.1 (Volume 

6.4, APP-103-108), which should be read in conjunction with the SOCG. 

8.1.5 The parties agree that the data collection undertaken has provided an appropriate 

baseline for informing the assessment of the potential effects to the geology, 

hydrogeology and ground condition receptors as a result of the Brechfa Forest 

Connection development. 
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Assessment of Impacts 

Predicted Impacts 

8.1.6 The following potential impacts to the geology, hydrogeology and ground 

conditions have been considered: 

 Encountering unforeseen contamination. 

 Creation of pathways for contaminants to groundwater and surface water 

resources, including pathways for ground gas or landfill gas. 

 Contamination of soils, surface water or groundwater by spillages or through 

accidental import of contaminated material and spreading during construction/ 

decommissioning. 

 Discharge of liquid wastes to ground or to controlled waters. 

 Direct impact on peat resource and associated glacial geomorphological 

features. 

 Direct impact on Geological Conservation Review (GCR) sites, geological 

SSSI, RIGS and Geoparks and Category 1 or Category 2 Aggregate 

Safeguarding areas. 

 Interruption of, or disturbance to, public/ private water supplies. 

8.1.7 The assessment of impacts to geology, hydrogeology and ground condition takes 

into account embedded (committed) mitigation measures that are included within 

the design of the Proposed Development. 

8.1.8 These mitigation measures form part of the CEMP (Volume 8.6, APP-127) (and/ or 

the Waste Management Plan (WMP) that forms an annex to the CEMP (Volume 

8.6, APP-127), which will be secured as part of the DCO. 

8.1.9 The assessment detailed in Chapter 12 (Volume 6.2, APP-067) identified that the 

potential consequence of impact on geology, hydrogeology and ground conditions 
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will be of a negligible or minor adverse impact; no consequence of impact of 

moderate or above has been identified by this assessment. Therefore, long term 

adverse effects to geology, hydrogeology and ground conditions as a result of the 

Proposed Development are not expected. 

8.1.10 The parties agree that the assessment and the prediction of the consequence of 

impact to the geology, hydrogeology and ground condition during construction, 

operation and decommissioning phases is appropriate and are agreed on the 

conclusions for the significance of consequence. 

Cumulative Impacts and Inter-relationships 

8.1.11 Cumulative effects have been considered for both construction and 

decommissioning phases. 

8.1.12 No cumulative impacts to geology, hydrogeology and ground conditions will result 

during the operation and maintenance phase of the developments. 

8.1.13 Potential cumulative effects to geology, hydrogeology and the ground environment 

between the Proposed Development and other proposed or consented 

developments are considered plausible only where the development footprint of 

both developments overlap. It is considered that geographic separation between 

developments, results in the absence of a cumulative effect to geology, 

hydrogeology and the ground environment. 

8.1.14 Six other developments were identified with the potential to overlap with the 

Proposed Development. 

8.1.15 An overall negligible cumulative consequence of impact to the geology, 

hydrogeology and ground conditions as a result of the Proposed Development and 

these other potential developments was determined. 

8.1.16 The parties agree with the assessment and conclusions of the cumulative impact 

to the geology, hydrogeology and ground condition as a result of the Brechfa 

Forest Connection and other nearby developments. 
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8.1.17 Inter-relationships between geology, hydrogeology and ground conditions 

discussed with chapter 12 of the ES (Volume 6.2, APP-067) are expected 

principally with the following aspects described in ES chapters: 

 Volume 6.2, Chapter 8 ‘Land use, agriculture and forestry’; 

 Volume 6.2, Chapter 10 ‘Ecology’; 

 Volume 6.2, Chapter 13 ‘Hydrology, flood risk and drainage’; and 

 Volume 6.2, Chapter 17 ‘Socioeconomics, recreation and tourism’.  

8.1.18 The parties agree that the inter-related impacts have been identified and agree 

with the conclusions made.  

Mitigation 

8.1.19 The mitigation described in full within chapter 12, section 12.5 (Volume 6.2, APP-

067), of the ES will be secured in the CEMP (Volume 8.6, APP-127) (a waste 

management plan, a pollution prevention and emergency response plan (PPERP) 

and a water management plan are all annexes of the CEMP (Volume 8.6)), which 

are the subject of a Requirement of the DCO.  A draft of these documents was 

submitted and agreed with consultees prior to the application submission with 

comments incorporated where appropriate.  

8.2 Other matters of Common Ground 

8.2.1 Stage 3 consultation undertaken between WPD and NRW dated 16 January 2015 

and referenced SH/2014/117013 did not raise any comments relating to the 

geology, hydrogeology and ground conditions.  NRW noted the content of the 

chapter and welcomed the mitigation measures set out within the ES (Volume 

6.2). NRW welcomed the opportunity to comment on the CEMP (Volume 8.6) prior 

to DCO and await sight of the final CEMP for comments. 






