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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 Carmarthenshire County Council (CCC) 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 The Proposed Development 

1.2.1 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 ES (Volume 6.2). 

1.3 Scope of and signatories to the historic environment SOCG 

1.3.1 This SOCG has been produced and agreed by the signatories listed in Section 3 

and concerns the topic of the Historic Environment.  

1.3.2 CCC’s scope, in the context of this SOCG extends to the historic environment, 

historic landscapes, listed building and conservation areas.  It excludes archaeology 

as on such matters it employs the services of the Dyfed Archaeological Trust (DAT).  

DAT has signed a separate SOCG with WPD and Cadw.    
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2 Matters agreed 

2.1 The route selection process 

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

route for the Proposed Development are provided in the Environmental Statement 

(ES), Volume 6.2, Chapter 3, Project Alternatives. The process followed and the 

historic environment criteria used to identify the route of the Proposed Development 

were appropriate and sufficiently comprehensive.  

2.1.2 CCC were adequately consulted throughout the evolution of the proposed 

development and specifically regarding the corridor options by means of meetings 

held during October 2013. Considerations raised by CCC in these meetings were 

addressed by the options assessment, namely: 

I. that historic landscape, including its function as context for historic buildings, 

will be a key consideration (CCC). 

2.1.3 CCC confirmed subsequently that the approach to selection of proposed route 

corridors was acceptable (CCC ref: BFGC/REJ/SEP/2013).   

2.2 The scope of the historic environment assessment 

2.2.1 The scope of the assessment is appropriate and consistent with the requirements 

set out by the Secretary of State in his scoping opinion. CCC did not seek to add to 

the comments submitted by DAT or by Cadw during the scoping process. The 

historic environment assessment methodology. 

2.2.2 The survey methodologies to be used to define the historic 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]’.  

2.2.3 Full details of the methodologies employed are provided in:  
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 ES Volume 6.2, Chapter 11, Section 11.4, and; 

 ES Volume 6.4, Appendix 11.1. 

2.3 The baseline historic environment conditions 

2.3.1 Within the 3km study area defined in the scoping report, there are 416 designated 

historic assets, of which one is within the Order Limits. This is the Towy Valley 

Registered Landscape of Outstanding Historic Interest (hereafter, ‘Registered 

Historic Landscape’), which the Proposed Development crosses for approximately 

2.5km. Three additional designated assets, all of which are Grade II Listed 

Buildings, are within 200m of the works boundary. 

2.3.2 There are 143 known non-designated historic assets within the 200m study area 

defined in the scoping report, of which, 27 are within the works boundary. There are 

229 historic hedges within the works boundary that meet the Hedgerow 

Regulations’ historic/archaeological criteria for ‘important’ hedges.  

2.3.3 The historic landscape character within the Order Limits is, in general, of high 

heritage significance, with some areas of medium and negligible significance. 

2.3.4 The parties agree that the survey programme undertaken has provided a robust 

baseline for informing the assessment of the potential effects on the historic 

environment receptors listed above, as a result of the Brechfa Forest Connection. 

2.3.5 Full details of the historic environment baseline environmental conditions are 

provided in:  

 ES Volume 6.2, Chapter 11, Section 11.5, and; 

 ES Volume 6.4, Appendix 11.1. 

2.4 The adequacy of the environmental information provided 

2.4.1 The parties agree that the survey methodologies employed have enabled a robust 

historic environment baseline to be established for the proposed Brechfa Forest 
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Connection. This baseline is presented within the ES Volume 6.2, Chapter 11, 

Section 11.5 and Volume 6.4, Appendix 11.1, Section 1.6-1.12. Furthermore, the 

methodologies for assessing the significance of effects upon the historic 

environment as presented within ES Volume 6.2, Chapter 11, Section 11.4 are 

agreed. 

2.5 The assessment of the significance of effects 

Predicted effects on known assets 

2.5.1 There are no predicted ‘significant effects’, in EIA terms, on the historic environment 

as a result of the Proposed Development. Effects of minor, negligible or neutral 

significance are not considered in the historic environment assessment to be 

‘significant effects’ (cf. ES Volume 6.2, Chapter 11, Section 11.4). 

2.5.2 One designated asset (a Registered Historic Landscape), 29 non-designated 

assets, nine historic landscape character areas, and seven ‘important’ historic 

hedgerows are predicted to experience effects that are ‘less than substantial harm’ 

(cf. EN-1) and ‘not significant’ in EIA terms. These effects are described below, and 

in more detail in the ES Volume 6.2, Chapter 11, Sections 11.6-11.12. 

Predicted effects on designated assets 

2.5.3 The Towy Valley Registered Historic Landscape would experience adverse impacts 

during the construction phase, as a result of the excavation of the underground 

cable route and Horizontal Directional Drilling pits, and the construction of overhead 

line infrastructure and a compound. These impacts would be both physical and 

related to changes to its historic landscape character. This Registered Historic 

Landscape would also experience adverse impacts during the operational phase as 

a result of the presence of a section of overhead line. These impacts would result in 

a minor significance of effect.  

2.5.4 There would be no other effects on designated assets. 
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Predicted effects on non-designated assets 

2.5.5 During the construction phase, physical impacts of minor significance of effect 

resulting from breaches through four ‘important’ historic hedgerows are also 

predicted due to breaches for access routes. A predicted negligible significance of 

effect would result for a further two ‘important’ historic hedgerows as a result of 

widening of existing access points. 

2.5.6 During the construction phase, five historic landscape character areas (three of 

which are parts of the Towy Valley Registered Historic Landscape) would also 

experience a minor or negligible significance of effect as a result of physical impacts 

resulting from underground cable installation. 

2.5.7 All of the physical impacts listed above would be equivalent to ‘less than substantial 

harm’ (as described in EN-1 paragraph 5.8.14), and measures are available to 

mitigate them (cf. Section 2.7, below). 

2.5.8 During the operational phase, setting-related impacts of low significance of effect 

are predicted in relation to six non-designated assets. These comprise four 

dwellings and two standing stones. Setting-related impacts of negligible significance 

of effect are predicted in relation to a further 21 non-designated assets. 

2.5.9 During the operational phase, the visibility of the infrastructure would result in some 

loss of legibility and appreciability of the historic landscape character, resulting in a 

loss of heritage significance. This equates to a predicted minor adverse significance 

of effect for four historic landscape character areas and effects of negligible 

significance for a further two areas.  

2.5.10 All of the setting-related impacts listed above would be equivalent to ‘less than 

substantial’ harm (cf. EN-1, paragraph 5.8.14). 

2.5.11 The parties agree with the conclusions outlined above regarding significance of 

effect on known assets. 

 



 
 
 
 

 Historic Environment Statement of Common Ground 

9 

Cumulative impacts and inter-relationships 

2.5.12 The scope for assessment of cumulative impacts and inter-relationships followed 

the method employed throughout the ES (cf. Volume 1, Chapter 19). In accordance 

with this method, for those assets that would experience a minor (or greater) 

predicted residual significance of effect, assessment has been carried out of: 

I. in-combination effects together with other proposed or consented 

developments with which the Proposed Development may interact, and; 

II. interaction effects (e.g. heritage and landscape). 

2.5.13 One development may have an impact on a historic landscape character area in-

combination with the Proposed Development. However, this would not result in an 

effect greater than the minor adverse significance of effect that would result from 

the Proposed Development alone. This development is a Section 37 application for 

replacement of an overhead line running from west to east through the parishes of 

Llanpumsaint and Llanllawddog (Map ID ref. 300), which has consent from DECC 

and which is under construction. The line of this development crosses the Proposed 

Development route between poles 136 and 137.  

2.5.14 None of the other developments assessed in terms of in-combination effects would 

have a cumulative effect with the Proposed Development.  

2.5.15 The inter-relation of effects on the historic environment with environmental factors 

considered by other disciplines has been considered. The Applicant concludes that 

there are no effects on the historic environment the significance of which is 

increased as a result of any such interaction effects.   CCC disagrees to the extent 

that there will be Historic and Landscape and Visual effects of significance upon the 

Registered Historic Landscape on the southern side of the Towy Valley as a result 

of Poles 84-86, noting that the Register entry includes the statement that this 

Registered Historic Landscape has ‘renowned scenic quality’. 

2.5.16 The parties agree with the conclusions outlined above regarding significance of 

effect on the historic environment relating to cumulative impacts and inter-
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relationships with the exception of the effects arising from Poles 84-86. 

2.6 Mitigation 

2.6.1 Measures are proposed to reduce or eliminate the physical effects that would occur 

during the construction phase. On completion of the proposed measures, these 

predicted direct physical adverse effects would be reduced to a predicted neutral 

effect. Details of these measures are provided in the Outline Written Scheme of 

Investigation (WSI), Volume 8.9.  A draft DCO requirement requires the submission 

of the WSI to the relevant planning authority (CCC) prior to the commencement of 

development. CCC will be advised by DAT as to the adequacy of this document.   






