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Dear Sir/Madam  
 
Application for the Richborough Connection Project comprising the installation of a 
400kV electricity connection (overhead line) between Richborough and Canterbury, 
Kent. 
 
Please find enclosed our response to the Examining Authority’s first written questions. 
 
If you have any questions please contact me using the details below. 
 
Yours sincerely  
 
 
 
 
Jo Beck – Sustainable Places Specialist 
Environment Agency – Kent, South London and East Sussex Area  
 
Contact details:  
Environment Agency, Rivers House, Sturry Road, Canterbury, Kent CT2 0AA 
Direct dial: 0208 474 6713. Email: kslplanning@environment-agency.gov.uk 
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EN020017: Richborough Connection Project. Environment Agency’s response to first written questions and requests for information 

 

Ref No. Respondent Question Environment Agency response 

2 Biodiversity and geological conservation  
 

 

  Assessment methods used in the 
Environmental Statement 

 

Q1.2.23 Relevant Local 
Authorities 
Environment 
Agency 
Natural England  
Other Interested 
Parties 

Do you consider the scope of impacts 
considered in the assessment set out in the ES 
Appendices [APP-086 to APP-088, Tables 
9B.1 to 9C.1] to be adequate?  
 
Do you consider the scope of the receptors 
considered in the cumulative assessment set 
out in the ES [APP-030] to be adequate? 
 
If answered elsewhere eg in a Statement of 
Common Ground (SoCG) or Written 
Representation (WR) a cross reference to the 
relevant part of that document will suffice in 
answer.  
 

The scope of impacts and receptors have been reviewed and it appears that 
all of those of interest to the Environment Agency have been included 
individually and in the cumulative assessment. 
 
Also see section 3.4.2 of our Statement of Common Ground with National 
Grid. 

  European and other protected species  

Q1.2.55 Applicant 
Natural England 
Kent Wildlife 
Trust 

Explain how the lack of access to five sections 
of ditch for otter and water vole surveys in 
Sections A, C, and D, described in the ES 
[APP-029, para 9.35.6] has been overcome; 
and whether further survey work is planned to 
overcome the gap in data? If so when will 
these data be available and if not, why are the 
data not necessary; and if the absence of 
these data is considered to affect the 
assessment conclusions materially and/ or 
affect mitigation proposals.  
 
NE’s and the Kent Wildlife Trust’s opinions are 
sought as to whether this data gap is likely to 

See section 3.2.9 of our Statement of Common Ground with National Grid. 
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affect the data conclusions and the proposed 
mitigation strategy. 
 

  Mitigation and enhancement  

Q1.2.62 Applicant 
Environment 
Agency 

Have the suggestions the EA makes for the 
BMS in its relevant representation [RR-022] for 
applying mitigation measures for ram’s-horn 
snail more widely, if the species is encountered 
through pre-construction surveys, the inclusion 
of more detail to prevent the spread of invasive 
species; and the other comments set out in 
section 4.1 to 4.3 of the EA’s RR been 
included in revisions to the BMS?  
 

Ram’s horn smail –see section 3.4.10 of our Statement of Common Ground 
with National Grid. 
 
Spread of invasive species – see section 3.4.11 of our Statement of 
Common Ground with National Grid. 
 
Other comments – see section 3.4 of our Statement of Common Ground 
with National Grid. 
 
 

Q1.2.63 Environment 
Agency 
Kent County 
Council 
Kent Wildlife 
Trust 
Natural England 
Woodland Trust 
Other IPs 
 

Provide any amendments or detailed 
comments on the BMS [APP-066] and/or 
CEMP [APP-064] which you feel the Applicant 
should incorporate; and explain your reasons 
for this.  
Or, if this is work in progress, with the 
Applicant, explain your understanding of the 
process and timing for such comments to be 
considered/ incorporated and set before the 
Panel during the course of this Examination.  

Comments on Biodiversity Mitigation Strategy (BMS) – See section 3.4 of 
our Statement of Common Ground with National Grid. No further comments 
to add. 
 
Comments on Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) - see 
section 3.7 of our Statement of Common Ground with National Grid and 
advice provided to the applicant in our Relevant Representation (RR-22). 
 
 

Q1.2.64 Applicant 
Environment 
Agency 

In relevant representation [RR-022], what 
enhancement measures for the aquatic 
environment does the EA want the Applicant to 
consider beyond those currently described in 
the ES and secured in the draft DCO? 
 
The Applicant and the EA to provide an update 
on progress that has been made to discuss 
and agree suitable enhancement measures for 
inclusion within the DCO. 

See section 3.4.7 of our Statement of Common Ground with National Grid. 
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5 Draft Development Consent Order 
 

 

  Articles  

Q1.5.10 Applicant 
Environment 
Agency 
Internal Drainage 
Boards 

Article 16 
i. With regard to Article 16, are the Water 

Undertakers and Environment Agency 
content with its provisions? 

 
ii. As regards 16(9), is the longstop 

default provision of 28 days after which 
consent/ approval will be deemed to 
have been granted reasonable? 

 

i. We are content with the listed provisions in Article 16. 
 

ii. We consider this default provision reasonable.  
 

  Schedule 3 - Requirements  

Q1.5.45 Applicant 
Environment 
Agency 
Navigation 
Authority 

Requirement 17 
i. Requirement 17 defines the height at 

which overhead conductors are to be 
installed above any main river. Is this 
clearance adequate for craft likely to 
use the river? Should the minimum 
clearance be defined from the top of 
the adjacent river bank? 

 
ii. Is the proposed drafting suggestion set 

out by EA in its relevant representation 
agreed?   

 

i. See sections 3.2.5, 3.3.1 and 3.11.4 of our Statement of Common 
Ground with National Grid. 
 

ii. Our suggested amendments are no longer required. See section 
3.11.4 of our Statement of Common Ground with National Grid 

10 Traffic and transport   
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Q1.10.29 Applicant 
MMO  
Environment 
Agency, 
Sandwich Port 
and Haven 
Commissioners, 
Applicant 

What steps have been taken to ensure that 
rights of navigation on the River Stour have 
been properly considered? What impact would 
the proposed closures of the river to navigation 
during temporary bridge construction have on 
businesses operating on the river and on other 
river users? What would be the impact on river 
use of restrictions on head room occasioned 
by the temporary bridges?  
 
What discussions have taken place with river 
users to ensure that disruption caused by the 
construction, operation and removal of 
temporary access bridges would be 
minimised? 
 
What measures are included in the DCO and 
DML to address the effects on navigation? 

The River Stour is presently navigable only from the sea at Pegwell Bay to 
Fordwich. The Sandwich Port and Haven Commissioners act as the 
navigation authority from the sea to Poulders sluice (approximately 1 mile).  
The remaining 18 miles to Fordwich is not covered by a navigation authority. 
We are not the competent authority with respect to navigation on any part of 
the River Stour.   
 

It should be made clear in any announcements that closure of the river to 
the passage of boats three quarters of a mile above Sandwich, the part of 
the river for which the Environment Agency has flood risk (but not 
navigation) responsibility is only a health and safety measure and not the 
closure of a river for which there is a statutory navigation.  
 
National Grid has agreed to provide us with prior notification if at any time 
complete closure of the River Stour to the passage of boats is required. This 
will help us ensure the works will not have an adverse impact on flood risk 
management. The means of securing this notification in the DCO are 
currently being considered by National Grid and will be agreed in the SoCG 
in due course. 
 

11 Water issues 
 

 

  Environmental Statement – Chapter 13 (Water 
environment) [APP-030] 

 

Q1.11.4 Environment 
Agency 

Para 13.5.52  - Is the EA content that 
appropriate baseline water quality data that 
has been used to inform the assessment? If 
not, why not? 
 

The applicant has, wherever possible, used current figures to inform their 
water quality assessments. They have also indicated that they will 
incorporate new data published for cycle 2 of the Water Framework 
Directive assessments of the South East River Basin District once 
completed by the Environment Agency. If this is completed we are content 
that appropriate baseline water quality data will be used to inform the 
assessment. 

Q1.11.6 Environment 
Agency 

Para 13.9.6 - Is the EA satisfied that all 
relevant aquatic environment receptors have 

We have reviewed the list of receptors given in this section and am satisfied 
that they have been appropriately considered in the assessment. 
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been considered in the assessment? 
 

Q1.11.7 Environment 
Agency 

Para 13.10.1 - Is the EA satisfied that all 
relevant water resources receptors have been 
considered in the assessment? 
 

We have reviewed the list of receptors given in this section and are satisfied 
that they have been appropriately considered in the assessment. 
 

  Environmental Statement – Chapter 13A 
(Flood Risk Assessment) [APP-111] 

 

Q1.11.9 Environment 
Agency 

Para 7.1.2 - Is the EA satisfied that 
Requirement 5 in the draft DCO [APP-006] and 
the Construction Environmental Management 
Plan (CEMP) [APP-064] adequately secure all 
measures required to mitigate flood risk? If not, 
why not? 
 

We are satisfied that all reasonable measures have been adequately 
secured to mitigate flood risk. 

Q1.11.13 Applicant 
Environment 
Agency 

Environment Agency [RR-022]: 
 

i. Section 2.1 – If, at any time, the 
complete closure of the River Stour 
to the passage of boats was 
required, as a health and safety 
measure, how would notification to 
the EA be secured? 

ii. Section 5.0 – Is the EA satisfied 
that the proposed development is 
compliant with the policy 
requirements set out in EN-1 
paragraph 5.15.6 which stresses 
that it should be evident that a 
proposal “has regard to the River 
Basin Management Plans and 
meets the requirements of the 
Water Framework Directive”. If not, 
the EA is requested to explain why 

i. National Grid are asked to contact the Environment Agency with 
notification via email to pso.eastkent@enviroment-
agency.gov.uk. If urgent, National Grid are asked to contact the 
Environment Agency’s Flood Incident Duty Officer on 0800 169 
7047. 
 

ii. See sections 3.5.1 and 3.5.2 of our Statement of Common 
Ground with National Grid. At this stage we can see no reason 
why our consent for works will not be permitted. 

 
 

mailto:pso.eastkent@enviroment-agency.gov.uk
mailto:pso.eastkent@enviroment-agency.gov.uk


6 

 

Ref No. Respondent Question Environment Agency response 

and outline what information the 
Applicant should submit to address 
any concerns. Does the EA see any 
impediment to the granting of an 
environmental permit for flood risk 
activities? If so, what and why is 
this seen as an impediment? 

iii. Section 6.1 – The Applicant is 
requested to specifically respond to 
this section of the relevant 
representation. 

iv. Section 6.2 – The Applicant is 
requested to specifically respond to 
this section of the relevant 
representation. 

v. Section 7.0 – The Applicant is 
requested to specifically respond to 
this section of the relevant 
representation. 

 

12 Other Matters 
 

 

  Planning policy  

Q1.12.38 Relevant Local 
Authorities  
Environment 
Agency 
Natural England 
Interested Parties 
Applicant 

Are parties satisfied that the application 
document Planning Statement [APP-127] 
covers the policy framework that the ExA 
should consider, bearing in mind the 
parameters of s104 of the Planning Act 2008 
(as amended)?  
 
Does the policy context for the proposal 
described in the application documents need to 
be modified or supplemented in any way to 
take account of all relevant and up to date 

We have no comment on this as this is a policy matter for the relevant local 
authorities. 
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policy documentation at the European, UK 
(National Planning Policy Framework), county, 
district and local levels? 
 

 


