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Bristol 
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Dear Chris White 

 
National Grid Richborough Connection Project 

Written Representation 
 
 
I enclose the written representation for Kent Wildlife Trust.  
 
I look forward to being involved in future stages of the examination.   
 
Yours sincerely   
 
Vanessa Evans 
Planning and Policy Officer 
 
 
 



 

Application by National Grid for an Order Granting Development 
Consent for the Richborough Connection Report 

Written representation from Kent Wildlife Trust 

 

1. Introduction to Kent Wildlife Trust 

Founded in 1958, Kent Wildlife Trust is a registered charity1 and a leading 
conservation organisation covering the whole of Kent and Medway, dedicated to 
protecting wildlife and wild habitats for everyone to enjoy.  The Trust owns and 
manages areas of land for the benefit of wildlife and nature conservation. It is 
supported by membership of approximately 30000 individuals and corporate 
supporters.  The Trust provides an educational resource for local people through its 
reserves, five visitor centres and education outreach team. It supports and 
administers Local Wildlife Sites (sites of county importance for nature conservation) 
and offers a professional consultancy service through its specialist advice team. The 
Trust also employs planning officers, who comment on development proposals and 
planning policy in respect of wildlife interest in Kent.  
 

2. Kent Wildlife Trust approach to planning 
Kent Wildlife Trust engages proactively in the planning process across the county. In 
the context of proposed development, Kent Wildlife Trust’s responsibilities relate 
primarily to its reserves that it either owns or manages and to sites that are 
designated as Local Wildlife Sites. However, Kent Wildlife Trust may also comment 
on the need to comply with Natural England’s standing advice on legally protected 
species. Kent Wildlife Trust may respond to planning proposals affecting nationally 
or internationally protected sites where: 

• this may serve to support and reinforce the national agency’s position; 

• there may be an impact on a Kent Wildlife Trust reserve; and 

• there may be a significant risk to nationally or internationally important 
biodiversity should they fail to submit an independent view. 

 

3. Consultation background 

Kent Wildlife Trust has responded to the following stages of formal consultation for 
the Richborough Connection on the dates given below:  

• 9th August 2013- Route Corridor Study response 
• 9th July 2014- Connections Options Report 
• 9th April 2015- Section 42 consultation 

1 Registered charity number 239992 

 

                                                           



 

There has also been further, informal communication between Kent Wildlife Trust, 
National Grid and Amec, in the form of meetings and emails. This has been detailed 
in the Kent Wildlife Trust Statement of Common Ground Table 2.1, page 7.  

 

4. Main issues agreed 

The agreed matters are captured in the Kent Wildlife Trust Statement of Common 
Ground, Table 3.1, page 11.  

Kent Wildlife Trust agrees with the following matters in relation to the DCO 
application: 

a. Pylon design 

The Trust’s view at pre-submission stage, based upon information provided within 
the Connection Options Report, was that the lattice pylon would be preferable to the 
T-pylon. This is because it was indicated in the Connection Options Report that the 
use of the T-pylon design would lead to a higher number of pylons being required in 
total, larger vegetation clearance required at each installation, larger work area and 
more substantial construction roads and infrastructure, leading to more overall 
vegetation and soil disturbance. Therefore, we concluded that the lattice pylon would 
result in less overall associated damage and disturbance effects on terrestrial 
biodiversity interests. The Pylon Design Options Report (PDOR) (Volume 7, 
Document 7.8), provided with the DCO submission, appears to support this original 
evidence. 

b. Approach and methodologies for EIA 

Kent Wildlife Trust agrees that the scope of assessment within the ES, the approach 
taken and methodologies used for assessment of effects on biodiversity are 
generally appropriate and follows appropriate guidance (CIEEM, 2006). This is 
mostly contained within Volume 5, Document 5.2, Chapter 9.   

c. Local Wildlife Sites 

Kent Wildlife Trust received details of the Detailed Mitigation Plans for Kemberland 
Wood prior to submission and it is agreed that these appear to be satisfactory.  

The Trust has now had the opportunity to examine the remaining Detailed Pylon 
Mitigation Plans for other Local Wildllife Sites affected by the proposed route, 
submitted as part of the DCO submission. Kent Wildlife Trust agrees that these also 
appear to be satisfactory. 

d. Ancient Woodland 

 



 

The approach taken to reduce impacts on ancient woodland and the approach taken 
to its treatment during construction appear to be satisfactory and are agreed by Kent 
Wildlife Trust. This relates in particular to the detailed mitigation plan for Kemberland 
Wood, which Kent Wildlife Trust agrees is appropriate.  

e. Natura 2000 sites 

Kent Wildlife Trust has reviewed the documents relating to the scoping for Habitats 
Regulation Assessment (HRA). These appear to be satisfactory and are agreed.  

 

5. Remaining matters 

The remaining matters currently outstanding are captured in the Kent Wildlife Trust 
Statement of Common Ground, Table 4.1, page 18.  

Kent Wildlife Trust does not agree with the following remaining matters in relation to 
the DCO application: 

a. Choice of route corridor and consideration of alternatives 

Kent Wildlife Trust maintains an “in principle” objection to the chosen route corridor 
and its potential effects on bird disturbance, bird strike and other direct and indirect 
potential environmental impacts. The Trust indicated in its consultation comments 
(letter dated 9th August 2013) on the Route Corridor Study (2013) that full 
consideration should be given to the environmental impacts of all potential routes, as 
there was concern that it was not clear which route would have the greatest impact 
on internationally, nationally and county designated site ornithological interests at 
this early stage. Full consideration needed to be given to alternative routes. It was 
felt at this time that there was insufficient information provided in the Route Corridor 
Study to make a robust decision on which of these potential routes was the least 
environmentally damaging.  

The Route Corridor Study (2013) concluded that North Corridor Scenario 2 Sub 
Option B was the least ecologically damaging option. However, at the time of our 
consultation comments, the Trust was concerned that the Northern Corridor did, in 
fact, have higher frequency of flocks of waders and small groups of wildfowl than 
within the Southern Corridor. There was also concern that due to the proximity of the 
northern corridor to the SPA and wetland habitats within the Local Wildlife Sites of 
the Ash Levels and Chislet Marshes, greater numbers of birds expected within these 
areas would be disturbed during both breeding and over-wintering. 

The Trust felt that, as the alternatives were not considered in any greater detail 
before route selection was made, that this was not a sufficiently robust decision at 
the Route Corridor Study stage.  

Kent Wildlife Trust has not withdrawn this view.  

 



 

b. Bird strike with respect to Golden Plover 

Kent Wildlife Trust acknowledges the content of the Environmental Statement with 
respect to likely bird strike for Golden Plover, as defined by a 1% threshold of 
significance with respect to potential bird deaths, as agreed with Natural England. 
However, in the context of our role as administrators and “protectors” through the 
planning system of Local Wildlife Sites, The Trust remain concerned that there is a 
likely small impact on Golden Plover population within a site of conservation interest 
at a County level. Kent Wildlife Trust cannot support this. 

We are concerned that there needs to be a clear mechanism for monitoring of bird 
collision post-construction. There needs to be a clear methodology to assess and 
define unacceptable collision levels and the collision threshold needs to be pre-
agreed. The mechanism for further mitigation, such as additional bird diverters, 
needs to be pre-agreed, should this collision threshold be exceeded.  
 

c. Long-term ecological enhancement 
Kent Wildlife Trust is of the view that there should be net gain for wildlife through 
additional enhancement along the new and existing route corridors, in accordance 
with paragraph 109 in the NPPF, where it states that, 

“the planning system should contribute to and enhance the natural and local 
environment by…minimising impacts on biodiversity and providing net gains in 
biodiversity where possible”.  

The Biodiversity Mitigation Strategy describes ecological mitigation and management 
during and after construction. Kent Wildlife Trust believes that this demonstrates a 
clear commitment to ecological mitigation. However, clear details of any additional 
enhancement would be welcome, particularly with full details of enhancement and 
monitoring of the route corridor (including the dismantled route), although it is 
appreciated that this may require further work on landowner agreements.  The Trust 
would like to continue to be consulted on any further work.  
 

Vanessa Evans 

Planning and Policy Officer 

8th July 2016 
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