
 

 

Date: 14 July 2016  
Our ref:  188604 
Your ref: EN020017 
  

 
Richborough@pins.gsi.gov.uk 
 
 
BY EMAIL ONLY 
 

 

 Customer Services 

 Hornbeam House 

 Crewe Business Park 

 Electra Way 

 Crewe 

 Cheshire 

 CW1 6GJ 

 

 T 0300 060 3900 

  

Dear Sirs 
 
Planning Act 2008 (as amended) – Section 89 and the Infrastructure Planning (Examination 
Procedure) Rules 2010 – Rule 8  
 
Application by National Grid for an Order Granting Development Consent for the 
Richborough Connection Project 
 
Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the 
natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future 
generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development.  
 
Natural England has agreed and signed a Statement of Common ground with the applicant. The 
applicant will be copying you in on the signed version. This confirms that we have no remaining 
issues resulting from this Project. Natural England therefore will not be submitting a Written 
Representation or commenting further on the documents submitted.  
 
Natural England has noted that the ExA’s first round of written questions requires a response from 
Natural England. Please find attached our responses within the attached Annex. 
 
We do not consider that we are required to attend, make representations or attend subsequent 
hearings or site inspections. However, we would be happy to assist with further matters, if required. 
 
For any queries relating to the specific advice in this letter only please contact me on 0208 026 
8007. For any new consultations, or to provide further information on this consultation please send 
your correspondences to consultations@naturalengland.org.uk. 
 
Yours faithfully 
 
Marian Ashdown 
Sussex and Kent Team 
Marian.ashdown@naturalengland.org.uk 
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Annex 
 

Q1.2.6  Natural England  Confirm agreement or otherwise with the 

plans/ projects the Applicant considered for 

inclusion within its in-combination assessment, 

and whether you agree with the Applicant’s 

conclusion that there are no plans/ projects 

where in-combination effects may arise and 

therefore an assessment of in-combination 

effects can be scoped out of the screening 

assessment.  

Natural England confirms agreement 

that there are no plans/projects where 

an in combination  effect would arise 

from the proposals. We therefore 

confirm that in combination effects can 

be scoped out.  

Q1.2.9  Applicant  

Natural England  

Has the assumption that the vertical deviation 

of +/- 4m would not affect the collision risk 

modelling (CRM) because three indicative 

collision zones have been considered to reflect 

different pylon heights as set out in the ES 

[APP-029, para 9.8.14 to 9.8.16] been agreed 

with Natural England (NE)?  

NE to comment on this assumption.  

Natural England confirms that the 

vertical deviation would not affect the 

CRM.   

Additionally, our agreement to the 

CRM approach is included in the 

Statement of Common Ground 

(SoCG) between National Grid and 

Natural England 

Q1.2.13  Natural England  NE’s relevant representation (RR) [RR-065] 

states that “The applicant has submitted a 

thorough Environmental Statement which we 

are satisfied demonstrates beyond reasonable 

scientific doubt that there would be no 

significant effect on the integrity of the 

European sites”. The Applicant has concluded 

in its NSER [APP-119] that there would be no 

likely significant effects on European sites. 

Therefore the Applicant has not gone on to 

consider whether the proposed development 

would adversely affect the integrity of any 

European sites (i.e. to appropriate 

assessment). NE is asked to clarify if you 

agree that there would be no likely significant 

effects on any of the European sites you 

consider relevant to the application either 

alone or in-combination with other plans or 

projects as set out in the Applicant’s NSER 

[APP-119]; and that an appropriate 

assessment is not required.  

Natural England confirms that we 

agree that there will not be a likely 

significant effect on any of the 

European sites from these 

proposals.  Therefore  an 

appropriate assessment is not 

required. 

This is also noted in Section 3.2 of 

SoCG between National Grid and 

Natural England 

Q1.2.14  Applicant  

Natural England  

Both Parties to confirm whether agreement 

has been reached on the need for post 

construction bird mortality monitoring and if 

yes, how this would be secured in the draft 

DCO and would be proposed to establish 

triggers for further measures and what would 

they be?. The main NSER [APP-119] does not 

indicate that post construction monitoring is 

being proposed as part of the development 

and it is not included in the Embedded 

Environmental Measures Schedule [APP-063]. 

But the Applicant’s consultation with NE [APP-

Natural England confirms that bird 

collision monitoring is not required 

for the proposals.   This is included 

in ID 3.2.4 of the SoCG between 

National Grid and Natural England, 



 

 

119, Appendix B] confirms NE’s position that 

post construction monitoring must be 

undertaken due to the uncertainty of the 

impact of power lines on birds. Confirm if bird 

mortality monitoring would be for all of the 

proposed overhead line or just sections with 

bird diverters.  

Q1.2.15  Applicant  

Relevant Local 

Authorities  

Natural England  

It is unclear how the approach to agreeing 

method statements for future maintenance 

works as described in the ES [APP-029, para 

9.9.35], such that they would not cause 

disturbance to over-wintering birds or 

adversely affect the integrity of the SPA with 

regards golden plover, is secured in the DCO. 

What mechanism should be used? Do NE and 

the relevant planning authorities expect to be 

involved in agreeing these method statements 

which would be required during the lifetime of 

the proposed development? If so, the 

Applicant is requested to indicate how this 

could be secured in the DCO. 

General maintenance refers to 

vegetation clearance etc. This is 

not expected to cause disturbance 

to over wintering birds or adversely 

affect the integrity of the SPA.  

Significant works such as 

replacement of pylons would be 

assessed under the Conservation 

of Habitats and Species 

Regulations 2010.  Thus there is 

no requirement for further 

measures to be secured within the 

DCO. 

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.  

Natural England considers the 

scope of impacts and receptors are 

adequate. 

“Natural England Principle Matters 

Agreed” Section 3.2 of  the SoCG 

between National Grid and Natural 

England refers. 

Q1.2.37  Applicant  

Woodland Trust  

Natural England  

Relevant Local 

Authorities  

Would there be any advantage to leaving 

mitigation area(s) adjacent to the ancient 

woodland to allow for natural regeneration 

rather than, or as well as some of the 

proposed reinforcement planting? Are there 

any special characteristics of planting in such a 

location that are required to complement the 

proximal ancient woodland? If so, would this 

be a location for which future approvals of 

planting details would be necessary? If so, by 

whom would approvals be made and how 

might this best be secured?  

Natural England has no comments 

to make on this.  ID 3.5.5 of the 

SoCG between National Grid and 

Natural England refers. 

Q1.2.52  Natural England  

Kent Wildlife 

Trust  

Do you have knowledge and/ or records of 

great crested newt presence in Kemberland 

Wood? If so provide information and available 

data.  

Natural England does not records 

of Great Crested Newts presence 

in Kemberland Wood. 



 

 

Q1.2.54  Applicant  

Natural England  

Kent Wildlife 

Trust  

Explain how the lack of access to the four 

reptile sites described in the ES [APP-029, 

para 9.1.5 to 6] has been overcome and 

whether further survey work is planned to 

overcome the gap in data, if so when these 

data will be available and if not why the data 

are 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 

affect the data conclusions and the proposed 

mitigation strategy.  

Natural England has no comments 

to make on this.  ID 3.5.5 of the 

SoCG between National Grid and 

Natural England refers. 

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 affect the data 

conclusions and the proposed mitigation 

strategy. 

Natural England has no comments 

to make on this.  ID 3.5.5 of the 

SoCG between National Grid and 

Natural England refers. 

Q1.2.57 Applicant 

Relevant Local 

Authorities 

Natural England 

It is unclear what process would be followed to 

agree any changes to the method statement 

set out in the BMS should the verification 

surveys for badger indicate that changes to the 

approved method statements are required. 

Requirement 5 (CEMP) in the draft DCO [APP-

006] does specify that the BMS must be 

adhered to “unless otherwise agreed within the 

relevant local authority”, which is how the 

method statements could be revised post 

consent. Would any changes to the method 

statements in the BMS need to be subject to 

agreement with Natural England? If so 

propose wording for the DCO. 

Natural England has no further 

comments to make on this.  ID 

3.5.5 of the SoCG between 

National Grid and Natural England 

refers. 

Q1.2.63  Environment 

Agency  

Kent County 

Council  

Kent Wildlife 

Trust  

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 

Natural England has no 

amendments or comments to make 

on the BMS or CEMP.  ID 3.5.9 of 

the SoCG between National Grid 

and Natural England refers. 



 

 

Natural England  

Woodland Trust  

considered/ incorporated and set before the 

Panel during the course of this Examination.  

Q1.2.67  Applicant  

Natural England  

More detail is required if any weight is to be 

given to the possible measures proposed in 

the LHES for enhancing and extending HLS in 

new Natural England Countryside Stewardship 

Scheme target options within the Ash Level. 

(eg wader scrapes, management of pastures 

for wintering waders, revised cropping regimes 

including overwinter stubbles, planting of 

"Bumblebird" mixes, field margin and ditch 

management for biodiversity increase for an 

initial 5 year period), [APP-123, para 6.3.6 and 

Appendix A, page 21]. The Applicant and NE 

are requested to provide an update and more 

detail on the habitat enhancement proposals in 

this area, including whether liaison with 

landowners has been undertaken.  

Natural England has no further 

comments to make on this.  ID 

3.5.12 of the SoCG between 

National Grid and Natural England 

refers. 

Q1.5.31  Applicant  

Relevant Local 

Authorities  

Natural England  

Requirement 1  

i. “Lighting Scheme” erroneously refers to 

Requirement 8 which is “Mitigation planting” 

not “control of artificial light emissions” – no 

such requirement exists. Is a lighting 

requirement needed or is Requirement 6, 

where a lighting scheme is required via the 

CEMP sufficient?  

ii. Should the reference be to the “Outline 

Waste Management Plan” in the definition of 

“Site Waste Management Plan”?  

iii. Are definitions needed for: Advance planting 

and Bird flight diverters  

i) and ii) Natural England has no 

comments. 

iii) Natural England does not 

consider that it is necessary to 

include definitions of advance 

planting and bird flight diverters  

Q1.5.54  Applicant  

Natural England  

NE confirms in its RR [RR-065] that it is 

satisfied that the design of the proposed 

development has ensured that there would be 

no negative impacts on the West Blean and 

Thornden Woods SSSI. Nonetheless, NE 

considers that greater clarity is required in the 

draft DCO on the responsibilities for wayleave 

management of the woodland, which NE 

considers would fall under its responsibility.  

The Applicant is invited to propose a suitable 

mechanism and wording for the draft DCO.  

Natural England considers that this 

matter has now been addressed 

within ID 3.5.7 of the SoCG 

between National Grid and Natural 

England as follows: 

Document 7.2 Details of other 

Consents and Licenses lists the 

other consents that National Grid 

intends to obtain to allow the 

construction, operation and 

maintenance of the Richborough 

Connection Project.  National Grid 

agreed to update Document 7.2 to 

ensure the necessary consent is 

listed, to carry out required 

maintenance works in areas of the 

SSSI where appropriate. This 

document will be updated and 



 

 

submitted during the examination.  

Natural England agreed to this 

update in reference to securing the 

appropriate maintenance consents.   

Q1.5.56  Applicant  

Relevant Local 

Authorities  

Natural England  

i. What are the views of the relevant local 

authorities on the detail of Schedule 4?  

ii. Respond to Natural England’s point in its 

relevant representation [RR-065] that it would 

expect to be named in Section 5 of Schedule 

4, Discharge of Requirements.  

ii) Natural England is satisfied that 

this has now been addressed 

within ID 3.5.8 of the SoCG 

between National Grid and Natural 

England as follows: 

Natural England requested to be 

named in Section 5 of Schedule 4 

– Discharge of Requirements. 

National Grid agree with the 

comment from Natural England 

and commit to updating the draft 

DCO (Document 2.1) to include 

reference to Natural England in 

section 5 of Schedule 4. 

Q1.7.1  Relevant Local 

Authorities  

Natural England  

Woodland Trust  

Provide any comments you wish to make on 

the Applicant’s landscape assessment 

methodology, clearly distinguishing between 

those on the actual methodology and those on 

its application as described in the ES and 

supporting documents [APP-029 and APP-

074].  

Natural England has no comments 

to make on this.  ID 3.1.1 of the 

SoCG between National Grid and 

Natural England refers. 

Q1.7.14  Relevant Local 

Authorities  

Natural England  

Are you content that the viewpoints selected 

and agreed still represent worst case visual 

effects following the design changes to which 

the Applicant refers [APP-029, para 7.3.11 to 

7.3 13]? (Bear in mind that additional 

photomontages have been requested by the 

ExA in the Rule 6 letter [PD-004]).  

Natural England has no comments 

to make on this.  ID 3.1.1 of the 

SoCG between National Grid and 

Natural England refers. 

Q1.7.15  Relevant Local  

Authorities 

Natural England 

Interested 

Parties 

Provide any comments you wish to make on 

the Applicant’s visual assessment 

methodology, clearly distinguishing between 

those comments on the actual methodology 

and those on its application as described in the 

ES and supporting documents [APP-029 and 

APP-078]. 

Natural England has no comments 

to make on this.  ID 3.1.1 of the 

SoCG between National Grid and 

Natural England refers. 

Q1.7.50  Applicant  

Natural England  

Woodland Trust  

Would any limitation on the LoD through areas 

of ancient woodland for either 132kV removal 

and/ or 400kV construction assist in reducing 

the impact? Or is a wider LoD important to 

provide flexibility to locate the construction 

activities where they have least impact overall, 

to avoid individual trees and to take into 

account other environmental considerations?  

Natural England has no comments 

to make on this.  ID 3.5.5 of the 

SoCG between National Grid and 

Natural England refers. 

Q1.7.53  Natural England  NPS EN-5 para 2.8.10 states that opportunities 

for mitigating potential adverse landscape and 

Natural England has no comments 

to make. 



 

 

Savills  

NFU  

Richborough 

Agents  

Interested 

Parties  

Applicant  

visual impacts includes the selection of the 

most suitable type and design of support 

structure. EN-5, para 2.7.1 to 2.7.6 requires 

the Applicant to consider the potential for bird 

mortality through collision. The Applicant has 

explained its rationale for the pylon types 

selected [APP-134]. Those Interested Parties 

who have raised concerns about the proposed 

pylon type in their relevant representations are 

requested to set out those concerns in relation 

to the appraisal that the Applicant has 

undertaken.  

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 

policy documentation at the European, UK 

(National Planning Policy Framework), county, 

district and local levels?  

Natural England consider that the 

policy context for those areas 

within our remit are relevant. 

 


