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Application by National Grid for the Richborough Connection Project  
The Examining Authority’s second written questions and requests for information  
 

The following table sets out the Examining Authority’s (ExA’s) written questions and requests for information; responses to 
which are due on Thursday, 8 September 2016 at 11.59pm– Deadline 4.  

Questions are set out using an issue-based framework derived from the initial assessment of principal issues provided as 
Annex B to the ExA’s Rule 6 letter of 11 May 2016. There are additional topic headings which follow on sequentially. 

Column 1 of the table below provides a unique reference number which starts with a 1, then combines a section number 
and a question number. When you are answering a question, please start your answer by quoting the unique 
reference number. If you are answering a limited number of questions, responses in a letter format will suffice. If you are 
answering several questions, it will assist the ExA if you use a table based on that used below. An editable version of this 
table in Microsoft Word is available from the Planning Inspectorate. Please email your request to: 
Richborough@pins.gsi.gov.uk and include ‘Editable ExAQ2 Table’ in the subject line of your email. 

Column 2 indicates the party (or parties) that is (are) required to answer each question. The ExA requests that all parties 
named answer all questions directed at them, providing either a clear and substantive response, or providing reasons as to 
why the question is not relevant to them.     

The direction of questions in this way does not preclude an answer being provided by a party to whom it is not directed. 
Where questions can be fully addressed and answered within a Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) or other submission, 
then a reference to the relevant section of a SoCG or submission, will be sufficient.  

When referring to documents already submitted at previous deadlines, please use the document referencing system in the 
Examination Library, which can be accessed at the following link: 

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/ipc/uploads/projects/EN020017/EN020017-000009-
Examination%20Library.pdf   
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KENT WILDLIFE TRUST RESPONSE TO WRITTEN QUESTIONS IN RED INK 08/09/2016 

Ref No. 
 
Respondent: 
 

Question: 

 
 

2 Biodiversity and geological conservation  
  Regionally and locally designated sites 

Q2.2.11 Kent Wildlife Trust Kent Wildlife Trust (KWT) to provide comments on points made by Kent County Council (KCC) [REP3-
040, Appendix 1] regarding grassland reseeding mixes proposed for Local Wildlife Sites in its comments 
on the Concept Mitigation Planting Plans [REP2-014]?  
KWT would support KCC’s request for further information regarding planting and species selection in 
Local Wildlife Sites but do not wish to add further detail. 

  Ornithology 
Q2.2.31 Applicant 

Natural England 
Respond to KWT’s concerns regarding impacts on Golden plover within a site of conservation interest 
at a County level and its suggestion that mortality thresholds, monitoring and a mechanism for 
further mitigation are required [REP2-082, point 5b].  
 
Is there any change to the Applicant’s or NE’s stated positions on bird mortality monitoring not being 
required; in light of: 

• SEW’s WR and Appendices [REP2-099, REP2-201 and REP3-031],  
• Dover District Council’s response to Q1.12.33 [REP2-065],  
• NFU’s Deadline 3 response [REP3-046] and 
• KWT’s points regarding Golden plover [REP2-082, point 5b]? 

 
Q2.2.33 Applicant Provide a response to KWT position which considers that alternatives were not considered in any greater 

detail before route selection was made with regards to ornithology, given that it had previously 
expressed concerns over the Northern Corridor having higher frequency of flocks of waders and small 
groups of wildfowl than the Southern Corridor. Also respond to KWT’s position over the proximity of the 
Northern Corridor to the SPA and wetland habitats within the Local Wildlife Sites (LWSs) of the Ash 
Levels and Chislet Marshes [REP2-082, point 5a].  
 
The Route Corridor Study [APP-131, para 11.25] states “The winter bird survey results have shown 
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flocks of waders and small groups of wildfowl are more frequently observed within the North Corridor 
compared to the South. The presence of the Seaton Gravel pits on the South Corridor make parts of the 
South Corridor potentially more important for wildfowl (SPA species) compared with the North Corridor 
(Scenario 2) of greater interest for raptor species such as marsh harrier (non SPA species). The on-going 
bird surveys will provide a clearer picture of bird patterns and movements.” 
 
The Applicant should clarify what in fact the ongoing bird surveys did demonstrate in the response.  
 

Q2.2.34 Kent Wildlife Trust Expand the reasoning behind KWTs in principle objection [REP2-082, point 5a] to the chosen route 
corridor in the context of the policy position on alternatives contained in National Policy Statement (NPS) 
EN-1, section 4.4 and EN-5, section 2.7. 
KWT has no further comment to make on its principle objection to the chosen route. 
 

  Mitigation and enhancement 
Q2.2.35 Applicant 

Joint Councils 
KWT 
 

In response to Q1.2.29, Kent Wildlife Trust expressed a desire to be kept appraised of future details of 
the Landscape and Habitat Enhancement Scheme (LHES) [REP2-083]. How should this happen?   
It would be helpful if KWT could be sent copy by email and be given an opportunity to comment where it 
is relevant to Local Wildlife Sites. 

Q2.2.38 Joint Councils 
The Environment 
Agency 
Natural England 
The Kent Wildlife 
Trust 
Other Interested 
Parties 
 

Provide any further comments on the Applicant’s updated BMS [REP3-004], and where relevant to 
biodiversity matters in the updated CEMP [REP2-007].  
KWT has no further comment to make on the updated BMS. 
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