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Table 1: National Policy Statement for Waste Water

NPSWW
Paragraph
Number

2

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

GOVENRMENT POLICY ON NEED FOR WASTE WATER IMEPASTRUCTURE

The Government’s key policy objectives are:

3

3.2.1
(Environmental
impact
assessment)

¢ Climate change mitigation and adaptation —in line

arbon emissions generated from the Proposed
Development are unlikely to materially affect compliance

with the objectives of Defra’s mitigation and adaptation

with this objective. More detail has been provided in

plans to help deliver the UK’s obligation to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions by 80% by 2050 and work to

Environmental Statement Chapter 9: Climate Resilience
(App Doc Ref 5.2.9) [APP-041], Chapter 10: Carbon (App

carbon budgets stemming from the Climate Change Act

Doc Ref 5.2.10) [APP-042], and in the response to ExQ1 6.3.

2008, within the context of the EU Emissions Trading
System. Also to ensure that climate change adaptation
is adequately included in waste water infrastructure

planning.
FACTORS FOR EXAMINATION AND DETERMINATION OF

All proposals for projects that are subject to the
European Environmental Impact Assessment Directive
must be accompanied by an Environmental Statement
(ES) describing the aspects of the environment likely to
be significantly affected by the project. The Directive
specifically refers to effects on human beings, fauna and
flora, soil, water, air, climate, the landscape, material
assets and cultural heritage, and the interaction

APPLICATIONS

An Environmental Impact Assessment has been undertaken
in respect of the Proposed Development. The
Environmental Statement (ES) reports the assessments and
potential impacts arising from the project and is found at
Volume 5 of this DCO application.

Chapters 6-20 of the ES assess the likely significant effects
arising from the Proposed Development in relation to the

E]between them. The Directive requires a description of E'lkey environmental topics listed in paragraph 3.2.1 of the

4 A

4 A
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2 GOVENRMENT POLICY ON NEED FOR WASTE WATER INFRASTRUCTURE
2.2.3 The Government’s key policy objectives are:
• Climate change mitigation and adaptation – in line
with the objectives of Defra’s mitigation and adaptation
plans to help deliver the UK’s obligation to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions by 80% by 2050 and work to
carbon budgets stemming from the Climate Change Act
2008, within the context of the EU Emissions Trading
System. Also to ensure that climate change adaptation
is adequately included in waste water infrastructure
planning.



Deleted
the likely significant effects of the proposed project on
the environment, covering the direct effects and any
indirect, secondary, cumulative, short, medium and
long-term, permanent and temporary, positive and
negative effects of the project, and also of the measures
envisaged for avoiding or mitigating significant adverse
effects. When considering a proposal, the examining
authority and the decision maker should ensure that
likely significant effects at all stages of the project have
been adequately assessed, and should request further
information where necessary.
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Carbon emissions generated from the Proposed
Development are unlikely to materially affect compliance
with this objective. More detail has been provided in
Environmental Statement Chapter 9: Climate Resilience
(App Doc Ref 5.2.9) [APP-041], Chapter 10: Carbon (App
Doc Ref 5.2.10) [APP-042], and in the response to ExQ1 6.3.



Deleted
NPSWW, and Chapter 21 of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.21) assesses the cumulative impact of the
effects resulting from impacts of the Proposed
Development acting together with an impact or impacts
associated with other proposed development schemes on
a single receptor.
An EIA Scoping Opinion Request was submitted by the
Applicant to the Planning Inspectorate (the Inspectorate)
on 19 th October 2021. Subsequently, the Inspectorate
published its Scoping Opinion on 29 th November 2021. This
set out its opinion on the methodologies and scope of the
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NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Project Compliance with the NPSWW
Paragraph Waste Water (NPSWW)
Number
he likely significant effects of the proposed project on PSWW, and Chapter 21 of the ES (Application document
the environment, covering the direct effects and any reference 5.2.21) assesses the cumulative impact of the
indirect, secondary, cumulative, short, medium and effects resulting from impacts of the Proposed
long-term, permanent and temporary, positive and Development acting together with an impact or impacts

negative effects of the project, and also of the measures | associated with other proposed development schemes on
envisaged for avoiding or mitigating significant adverse | a single receptor.

effects. When considering a proposal, the examining
authority and the decision maker should ensure that An EIA Scoping Opinion Request was submitted by the
likely significant effects at all stages of the project have | Applicant to the Planning Inspectorate (the Inspectorate)
been adequately assessed, and should request further on 19 October 2021. Subsequently, the Inspectorate
information where necessary. published its Scoping Opinion on 29" November 2021. This
set out its opinion on the methodologies and scope of the
assessments to be undertaken in the EIA. The Applicant has
taken into account the opinion provided by the
Inspectorate when undertaking the EIA in order to ensure
that all likely significant effects have been adequately

assessed.

3.2.2 To consider the potential effects, including benefits of a Chapters 11 (Community) (Application document reference
proposal for a project, the examining authority and the 5.2.11) and 12 (Health) of the ES (Application document
decision maker will find it helpful if the applicant also reference 5.2.12) set out the potential social and economic
sets out information on the likely significant social and effects of the Proposed Development, and presents the
economic effects of the development, and shows how | mitigation measures proposed to avoid and minimise
any likely significant negative effects would be avoided | significant negative effects. The assessment considers

11jor mltlgated This information could include matters effects on factors inc|uding employment, equality,
> ¢ E]community cohesion and wellbeing, having been informed

4 A
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the likely significant effects of the proposed project on
the environment, covering the direct effects and any
indirect, secondary, cumulative, short, medium and
long-term, permanent and temporary, positive and
negative effects of the project, and also of the measures
envisaged for avoiding or mitigating significant adverse
effects. When considering a proposal, the examining
authority and the decision maker should ensure that
likely significant effects at all stages of the project have
been adequately assessed, and should request further
information where necessary.



Deleted
such as employment, equality, community cohesion
and well-being.
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NPSWW, and Chapter 21 of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.21) assesses the cumulative impact of the
effects resulting from impacts of the Proposed
Development acting together with an impact or impacts
associated with other proposed development schemes on
a single receptor.
An EIA Scoping Opinion Request was submitted by the
Applicant to the Planning Inspectorate (the Inspectorate)
on 19 th October 2021. Subsequently, the Inspectorate
published its Scoping Opinion on 29 th November 2021. This
set out its opinion on the methodologies and scope of the



Deleted
by guidance from National Highways’ Design Manual for
Roads and Bridges (DMRB), Public Health England’s Health
Impact Assessment in spatial planning – ‘A guide for local
authority public health and planning teams’, the Institute
of Environmental Management and Assessment’s (IEMA)
‘Health in Environmental Impact Assessment; A Primer for
a Proportionate Approach’, South Cambridgeshire
Supplementary Planning Document for Health Impact
Assessment (South Cambridgeshire District Council, 2011
and The Mental Wellbeing Impact Assessment: A Toolkit.
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NPSWW
Paragraph

Number

|

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

such as employment, equality, community cohesion and

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

by guidance from National Highways’ Design Manual for

well-being.

Roads and Bridges (DMRB), Public Health England’s Health

Impact Assessment in spatial planning — ‘A guide for local
authority public health and planning teams’, the Institute
of Environmental Management and Assessment’s (IEMA)
‘Health in Environmental Impact Assessment; A Primer for
a Proportionate Approach’, South Cambridgeshire
Supplementary Planning Document for Health Impact
Assessment (South Cambridgeshire District Council, 2011
and The Mental Wellbeing Impact Assessment: A Toolkit.

A separate Equalities Impact Assessment (EqlA)
(Application document reference 7.12) assesses the
proposed development in respect of the Applicant’s
obligation under UK equality legislation, including the
Equality Act 2010, and in particular the Public Sector
Equality Duty (PSED), which encourages organisations
delivering public functions, such as the Applicant, to
understand how different people will be affected by their
activities.

The assessments conclude that during construction and
operation, the effects arising from the Proposed
Development will not be significant.

™3.2.3-3.2.4

When considering cumulative effects, the ES should

Chapter 21 Cumulative Effects of the ES (Application

provide information on how the effects of the E]document reference 5.2.21) presents the Applicant’s

4 A




Deleted
3.2.3-3.2.4 When considering cumulative effects, the ES should
provide information on how the effects of the
applicant’s proposal would combine and interact with
the effects of other development (including projects for
which consent has been sought or granted, as well as
those already in existence). The examining authority
and the decision maker may also have other evidence
before it, for example from appraisals of sustainability
of relevant NPSs or development plans, on such effects
and potential interactions. Any such information may
assist the decision maker in reaching decisions on
proposals and in assessing the mitigation measures that



Inserted
such as employment, equality, community cohesion and
well-being.
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by guidance from National Highways’ Design Manual for
Roads and Bridges (DMRB), Public Health England’s Health
Impact Assessment in spatial planning – ‘A guide for local
authority public health and planning teams’, the Institute
of Environmental Management and Assessment’s (IEMA)
‘Health in Environmental Impact Assessment; A Primer for
a Proportionate Approach’, South Cambridgeshire
Supplementary Planning Document for Health Impact
Assessment (South Cambridgeshire District Council, 2011
and The Mental Wellbeing Impact Assessment: A Toolkit.
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3.2.3-3.2.4 When considering cumulative effects, the ES should
provide information on how the effects of the



Deleted
assessment of cumulative effects arising from the
Proposed Development. It considers the combined effects
from the assessments set out in Chapter 6-20 of the ES.
The assessment considers the effects from impacts of the
Proposed Development acting together with an impact or
impacts associated with other Proposed Development
schemes on a single receptor. This can be two similar
impacts acting on a single receptor (such as increases in
noise levels as a result of the Proposed Development and
another development), or two different impacts acting
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NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Paragraph Waste Water (NPSWW)

Number

applicant’s proposal would combine and interact with

love evexy) dvop Q
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Project Compliance with the NPSWW

assessment of cumulative effects arising from the

the effects of other development (including projects for

Proposed Development. It considers the combined effects

which consent has been sought or granted, as well as

from the assessments set out in Chapter 6-20 of the ES.

those already in existence). The examining authority
and the decision maker may also have other evidence

The assessment considers the effects from impacts of the

before it, for example from appraisals of sustainability

Proposed Development acting together with an impact or

of relevant NPSs or development plans, on such effects

impacts associated with other Proposed Development

and potential interactions. Any such information may

schemes on a single receptor. This can be two similar

assist the decision maker in reaching decisions on
proposals and in assessing the mitigation measures that

impacts acting on a single receptor (such as increases in
noise levels as a result of the Proposed Development and

have been proposed by the applicant or considered in
the examination.

The examining authority and the decision maker should
consider how the accumulation of, and
interrelationship between, effects might affect the
environment, economy or community as a whole, even
though they may be acceptable when considered on an
individual basis with mitigation measures in place.

[zi]pevelopment, no significant cumulative effects have been

another development), or two different impacts acting
on a single receptor (such as an increase in noise levels
from the Scheme and an increase in air quality emissions
from another development). The Applicant has also
considered the demolition of structures and site
preparation of the existing Cambridge WWTP as part of the
cumulative effects assessment. It also assesses the future
decommissioning activities at the existing WWTP that will
be required to the extent that they are reasonably
foreseeable to facilitate any future development that will
be subject to a separate planning permission.

The assessment concludes that in considering the potential
for cumulative effects from other developments within
2km of the Order Limits, in combination with the Proposed

4
4 A




Inserted
applicant’s proposal would combine and interact with
the effects of other development (including projects for
which consent has been sought or granted, as well as
those already in existence). The examining authority
and the decision maker may also have other evidence
before it, for example from appraisals of sustainability
of relevant NPSs or development plans, on such effects
and potential interactions. Any such information may
assist the decision maker in reaching decisions on
proposals and in assessing the mitigation measures that



Inserted
assessment of cumulative effects arising from the
Proposed Development. It considers the combined effects
from the assessments set out in Chapter 6-20 of the ES.
The assessment considers the effects from impacts of the
Proposed Development acting together with an impact or
impacts associated with other Proposed Development
schemes on a single receptor. This can be two similar
impacts acting on a single receptor (such as increases in
noise levels as a result of the Proposed Development and
another development), or two different impacts acting



Deleted
identified. The exception to this is the beneficial multiplier
socio-economic effects associated with the relocation of
the existing Cambridge WWTP.
Furthermore, the assessment also considers inter-related
effects as a result of the construction and operation of the
Proposed Development. It concludes that there would be
no significant inter-related effects during either
construction or operation of the Proposed Development.
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NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Paragraph Waste Water (NPSWW)

Number

Identified. The exception to this is the beneficial multiplier
socio-economic effects associated with the relocation of
the existing Cambridge WWTP.

Furthermore, the assessment also considers inter-related
effects as a result of the construction and operation of the
Proposed Development. It concludes that there would be
no significant inter-related effects during either
construction or operation of the Proposed Development.
3.25 To help the examining authority and the decision maker | The Applicant has undertaken EIA Screening which
consider thoroughly the potential effects of a proposed | confirms that an EIA is required in respect of the Proposed
project in cases where the EIA Directive does not apply, | Development and therefore this policy is not applicable.
and an ES is not therefore required, the applicant should
instead provide information proportionate to

the scale of the project on the likely significant
environmental, social and economic effects.

References to an ES in this NPS should be taken as
including a statement which provides this information,
even if the EIA Directive does not apply. In this NPS, the
terms ‘effects’, ‘impacts’ or ‘benefits’ should be
understood to mean likely significant effects, impacts or

benefits.
3.2.6 In some instances it may not be possible at the time of The design of the Proposed Development included within
(Flexibility in the application for development consent for all aspects | the DCO application submission is a ‘preliminary design’
project EZFof the proposal to have been settled in precise detail. which therefore may be subject to some design refinement
proposals) 4 { [23]following approval of the DCO, subject to the

4 A
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Where this is the case, the applicant should explain in
its application which elements of the proposal have yet
to be finalised, and the reasons why this is the case.



Inserted
identified. The exception to this is the beneficial multiplier
socio-economic effects associated with the relocation of
the existing Cambridge WWTP.
Furthermore, the assessment also considers inter-related
effects as a result of the construction and operation of the
Proposed Development. It concludes that there would be
no significant inter-related effects during either
construction or operation of the Proposed Development.



Deleted
Requirements which are set out in Schedule 2 of the draft
DCO.
The Applicant recognises that it is standard for NSIPs
particularly of this nature, to need to ensure that there is a
reasonable degree of flexibility to make minor design
changes as the design of the Proposed Development
progresses. The draft DCO provides the limits of deviation,
both laterally and vertically. These limits allow for flexibility
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Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

NPSWW
Paragraph
Number

Where this is the case, the applicant should explain in its

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

equirements which are set out in Schedule 2 of the draft

application which elements of the proposal have yet

DCO.

to be finalised, and the reasons why this is the case.

The Applicant recognises the need to ensure that there is a
reasonable degree of flexibility to make minor design
changes as the design of the Proposed Development
progresses. The draft DCO provides the limits of deviation,
both laterally and vertically. These limits allow for flexibility
in the proposals where necessary, yet ensuring these
would be proportionate changes which can be made in
order to facilitate the design and construction of the
Proposed Development. In considering the need to include
flexibility in the design proposals, the technical reports and
assessments undertaken have been taken into
consideration.

Chapter 5 EIA Methodology of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.5) sets out the methodology used
in order to undertake the EIA. This chapter sets out the
parameters for which the EIA covers in relation to what has
been assessed within the scope of the EIA. The limits of
deviation will not extend beyond the areas included within
the EIA assessment.

3.2.7

Where some details are still to be finalised the ES should

set out, to the best of the applicant’s knowledge, what

Chapter 5 EIA Methodology of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.5) sets out how the Applicant has

the maximum extent of the proposed development ma@applied the Rochdale Envelope to the Proposed

4
4 A
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Where this is the case, the applicant should explain in its
application which elements of the proposal have yet
to be finalised, and the reasons why this is the case.
3.2.7 Where some details are still to be finalised the ES 
should
set out, to the best of the applicant’s 
knowledge, what
the maximum extent of the proposed 
development maybe in terms of site and plant
specifications, and assess, on that basis, the effects
which the project could have to ensure that the impacts
of the project as it may be constructed have been
properly assessed.
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Requirements which are set out in Schedule 2 of the draft
DCO.
The Applicant recognises the need to ensure that there is a
reasonable degree of flexibility to make minor design
changes as the design of the Proposed Development
progresses. The draft DCO provides the limits of deviation,
both laterally and vertically. These limits allow for flexibility



Deleted
Development, in line with the Inspectorate’s Advice Note
Nine: Rochdale Envelope. This has been used to inform the
technical assessments and therefore the maximum design
parameters included within the draft DCO. This provides
confidence that the EIA process robustly considers the
likely worst-case impact of the Proposed Development in
respect of the technical assessments set out in Chapters 6-
20 of the ES, whilst also taking account of the need to
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Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

NPSWW
Paragraph
Number

be in terms of site and plant specifications, and assess,

Development, in line with the Inspectorate’s Advice Note

on that basis, the effects which the project could have

Nine: Rochdale Envelope. This has been used to inform the

to ensure that the impacts of the project as it may be

technical assessments and therefore the maximum design

constructed have been properly assessed.

parameters included within the draft DCO. This provides
confidence that the EIA process robustly considers the
likely worst-case impact of the Proposed Development in
respect of the technical assessments set out in Chapters 6-
20 of the ES, whilst also taking account of the need to
include limits of deviation to allow for the flexibility

equired in the design.

3.2.8

Should the decision maker determine to grant
development consent for an application where details
are still to be finalised, it will need to reflect this in
appropriate development consent requirements.
Clearly, if development consent is granted for a
proposal and at a later stage the developer wishes for
technical or commercial reasons to construct it in such a
way that its extent will be greater than has been
provided for in the terms of the consent, it may be
necessary to apply for a change to be made to the
development consent, and the application to change
the consent may need to be accompanied by further
environmental information to supplement the original
ES.

he Applicant recognises the need to ensure that there is a
reasonable degree of flexibility in the to make minor design
changes as the design of the Proposed Development
progresses, particularly where in respect of proposals such
as this, construction of certain elements may be several
years after the DCO application has been granted.

As such, the draft DCO provides the limits of deviation,
both laterally and vertically. The limits included allow for
flexibility in the scheme where necessary, yet ensuring
these would be proportionate changes can be made in
order to facilitate the design and construction of the
Proposed Development in the future. Therefore, there
should not be the need to apply for a change to be made to
the development consent where further supplementary

|31|environmental information would be required.
A

d
4 A
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be in terms of site and plant specifications, and assess,
on that basis, the effects which the project could have
to ensure that the impacts of the project as it may be
constructed have been properly assessed.
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Development, in line with the Inspectorate’s Advice Note
Nine: Rochdale Envelope. This has been used to inform the
technical assessments and therefore the maximum design
parameters included within the draft DCO. This provides
confidence that the EIA process robustly considers the
likely worst-case impact of the Proposed Development in
respect of the technical assessments set out in Chapters 6-
20 of the ES, whilst also taking account of the need to



Modified
The Applicant recognises the that it is standard for NSIPs
particularly of this nature, to need to ensure that there is a



Deleted
Chapter 5 EIA Methodology of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.5) sets out the methodology used
in order to undertake the EIA. This chapter sets out the
parameters for which the EIA covers in relation to what has
been assessed within the scope of the EIA. The limits of
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NPSWW
Paragraph

Number

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Chapter 5 EIA Methodology of the ES (Application

document reference 5.2.5) sets out the methodology used

in order to undertake the EIA. This chapter sets out the
parameters for which the EIA covers in relation to what has
been assessed within the scope of the EIA. The limits of
deviation will not extend beyond the areas included within
the EIA assessment.

3.3.1 (Habitats
sfegulations

assessment[

Prior to granting a development consent order, the
decision maker must, under the Habitats and Species
Regulations, consider whether the project may have a
significant effect on a European site, or on any site to
which the same protection is applied as a matter of
policy, either alone or in combination with other plans
or projects. Further information on the requirements
of the Habitats Regulations can be found in a
Government Circular. Applicants should also refer to
section 4.5 on biodiversity and geological conservation.
The applicant should seek the advice of Natural England

and/or the Countryside Council for Wales, and provide E?]other plans, policies or projects.

the examining authority with such information as it may
reasonably require to determine whether an
appropriate assessment is required. In the event that
appropriate assessment is required, the applicant must
provide such information as may reasonably be required

to enable the examining authority to conduct the

The Applicant has prepared a Habitats Regulations
Assessment (HRA) Report in respect of the Proposed
Development which is found at Appendix 5.4.8.16 of the ES
Appendices (Application document reference 5.4.8.16).

This assessment concludes that with the mitigation
measures proposed, including regulatory requirements, the
construction and operational activities associated with the
Proposed Development will not have any significant
adverse effects on the overall integrity of the European
sites and their features either alone or in-combination with

a

V
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Project Compliance with the NPSWW



Modified
assessment)
3.4.3
(Alternatives)



Modified
provide such information as may reasonably be 
required
to enable the examining authority to conduct 
theappropriate assessment. This should include
Chapter 5 EIA Methodology information on any mitigation measures that are
proposed to minimise or avoid likely effects.
The Environmental Statement (ES) should include an
outline of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.5) sets out the methodology used
in order to undertake the EIA. This chapter sets out main alternatives studied by the
parameters for which the EIA covers in relation to what has
been assessed within the scope applicant and an indication of the EIA. The limits ofmain reasons for the
Project Compliance with the NPSWW



Deleted
The Proposed Development has undergone an extensive
optioneering process to establish the preferred option to
take forward through the DCO application submission.



Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project
Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

NPSWW
Paragraph

Number

&

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

appropriate assessment. This should include
information on any mitigation measures that are
proposed to minimise or avoid likely effects.

I8

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

"3.4.3
(Alternatives)

The Environmental Statement (ES) should include an

he Proposed Development has undergone an extensive

outline of the main alternatives studied by the applicant

optioneering process to establish the preferred option to

[20

and an indication of the main reasons for the applicant’s

take forward through the DCO application submission.

choice, taking into account the environmental, social
and economic effects.

Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.3) sets out the main alternatives considered
by the Applicant and how the preferred option was
determined through considering the environmental,
planning, construction and operational impacts and, in the
final stages, economic and programme criteria, in addition
to looking at reasonable alternatives relating to design,
technology, location, size, scale and construction.

The Statement of Requirements (Application document
reference 7.2), Site Selection Non Technical Summary
(Application document reference 7.3) and the Design &
Access Statement (Application document reference 7.6)
provide added detail on the alternatives.

&

3.5.1-3.5.2
(Criteria for

Good design is about ensuring attractive, usable,
durable and adaptable places and contributing to

“good design”

sustainable development. The expectation should be

for waste
water
infrastructure)

that good aesthetic and functional design can go
together although the nature of much waste water
infrastructure development will often limit the extent to

El]Proposed Development.

Chapter 2 Project Description (Application document
reference 5.2.2) describes the design, mitigation measures
and enhancement measures proposed in respect of the

d
N

V
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3.4.3
(Alternatives)



Modified
appropriate assessment. This should include
information on any mitigation measures that are
proposed to minimise or avoid likely effects.
The Environmental Statement (ES) should include an
outline of the main alternatives studied by the applicant
and an indication of the main reasons for the applicant’s
choice, taking into account the 
environmental, social
and economic effects.



Inserted
The Proposed Development has undergone an extensive
optioneering process to establish the preferred option to
take forward through the DCO application submission.
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3.5.1-3.5.2
(Criteria 
for
“good 
design”
for 
waste
water



Modified
Good design is about ensuring The decision maker needs to be satisfied that waste
water infrastructure developments are sustainable and,
having regard to regulatory and other constraints, are
as attractive, usable,
durable and adaptable places and contributing to(including taking
sustainable developmentaccount of natural hazards such as flooding) as they can
be. The expectation In so doing, the decision maker should besatisfy itself
that good aesthetic the applicant has taken into account both
aesthetics and functional functionality (including fitness for
purpose).
Applicants and the examining authority should consider
taking independent professional advice on the design can go
together although the nature of much waste water
infrastructure development will often limit the extent to



Deleted
The Design & Access Statement (Application document
reference 7.6) describes how the Proposed Development
has been subject to an extensive design development
process, which has taken into consideration regulatory and
environmental constraints. It explains how the design of
the Proposed CWWTP has been developed to meet the
required functionality of infrastructure development of this
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NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Paragraph Waste Water (NPSWW)

Number

which it can contribute to the enhancement of the
quality of the area.

The decision maker needs to be satisfied that waste
water infrastructure developments are sustainable and,
having regard to regulatory and other constraints, are as
attractive, durable and adaptable (including taking
account of natural hazards such as flooding) as they can
be. In so doing, the decision maker should satisfy itself
that the applicant has taken into account both
aesthetics and functionality (including fitness for
purpose).

Applicants and the examining authority should consider
taking independent professional advice on the design
aspects of a proposal. In particular, Design Council CABE
can be asked to provide design review for nationally
significant schemes and applicants are encouraged to
use this service.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

he Design & Access Statement (Application document
reference 7.6) describes how the Proposed Development
has been subject to an extensive design development
process, which has taken into consideration regulatory and
environmental constraints. It explains how the design of
the Proposed CWWTP has been developed to meet the
required functionality of infrastructure development of this
nature. It also describes the aspirational approach taken to
the design of the proposed WWTP, incorporating novel
technologies which help reduce the footprint of the
proposed WWTP to 34ha, about half the size of the existing
WWTP. This leaves the remainder of the site for landscapes
areas, environmental mitigation and enhancements to
screen the proposed WWTP and, for recreation, to produce
a scheme which is innovative and which promotes a high
level of sustainability within the context of the NPSWW.
These design principles and objectives have evolved during
the engagement process and comply with relevant
development plan policies. They will be secured by
discharge of Part 2 of Requirement 7 Detailed Design of the
dDCO [AS-139].

Chapter 15 Landscape and Visual Amenity (Application
document reference 5.2.15) sets out proposed mitigation
measures based on the assessment and analysis of

[3]landscape and visual constraints. Chapter 20 Water

4 A




Modified
The Design & Access Statement (Application document
reference 7.6) describes how the Proposed Development
has been subject to an extensive design development
process, which has taken into consideration regulatory and
environmental constraints. It explains how the design of
the Proposed CWWTP has been developed to meet the
required functionality of infrastructure development of this
nature. It also describes the aspirational approach taken to
the 
design of the proposed WWTPwhich exemplifies the
scheme as an NSIP, incorporating novel
technologies which 
help reduce the footprint of the
proposed WWTP to 34ha, 
about half the size of the existing
WWTP. This leaves the 
remainder of the site for landscapes
areas, environmental 
mitigation and enhancements to
screen the proposed 
WWTP and, for recreation, to produce
a scheme which is 
innovative and which promotes a high
level of 
sustainability within the context of the NPSWW.
These design principles and objectives have evolved during
the engagement process and comply with relevant
development plan policies. They will be secured by
discharge of Part 2 of Requirement 7 Detailed Design of the
dDCO [AS-139].



Deleted
Resources (Application document reference 5.2.20)
contains the proposed mitigation measures in relation to
the water environment and a Flood Risk Assessment
(Application document reference 5.4.20.1) has also been
undertaken to demonstrate how the design of the
Proposed Development does not have any adverse
significant effects in respect of flood risk.
The DCO deliverables set out above provide evidence to
the Inspectorate and Secretary of State that the Proposed
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Resources (Application document reference 5.2.20)
contains the proposed mitigation measures in relation to
the water environment and a Flood Risk Assessment
(Application document reference 5.4.20.1) has also been
undertaken to demonstrate how the design of the
Proposed Development does not have any adverse
significant effects in respect of flood risk.

The DCO deliverables set out above provide evidence to
the Inspectorate and Secretary of State that the Proposed
Development has been designed so far as reasonably
practicable to firstly avoid, and in the second instance, to
minimise any negative effects on the environment and

community.

5

[y |

he design principles of the Proposed Development has
been addressed in more detail in response to written
question ExQ1 9.7.
3,53 The development should, by the use of good The Applicant has developed the design of the Proposed
architecture and appropriate landscaping, be as visually | Development to be functional in its purpose, whilst also
attractive as possible. While the applicant may have no, | incorporating appropriate landscape and good architecture

or very limited choice in the physical appearance of to ensure that it is as attractive as far as infrastructure of
some waste water infrastructure, there may be this nature can be considered.

opportunities for the applicant to demonstrate good

design in terms of siting relative to existing and The Design and Access Statement (Application document

E]ref 7.6) describes the project objectives, design principles

4 A
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Project Compliance with the NPSWW
Resources (Application document reference 5.2.20)
contains the proposed mitigation measures in relation to
the water environment and a Flood Risk Assessment
(Application document reference 5.4.20.1) has also been
undertaken to demonstrate how the design of the
Proposed Development does not have any adverse
significant effects in respect of flood risk.
The DCO deliverables set out above provide evidence to
the Inspectorate and Secretary of State that the Proposed
Development has been designed so far as reasonably
practicable to firstly avoid, and in the second instance, to
minimise any negative effects on the environment and
community.



Modified
The currently planned landscape character, landform and
vegetation. Furthermore, the design principles and sensitive
use of materials in any associated development such as
control rooms and pumping stations will assist in
ensuring that such development contributes to the
quality of the Proposed area.
3.5.4 Applicants should set out the main alternatives to the
design that they have considered and the reasons why
the favoured choice has been selected, demonstrating
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
Development has
been addressed designed so far as reasonably
practicable to firstly avoid, and in more detail in response the second instance, to written
question ExQ1 9.7minimise any negative effects on the environment and
community.



Deleted
and considerations that have informed the design and
appearance of the Proposed Development. It provides
details of the design that are proposed to be reserved by
the DCO requirements including the design and external
appearance of plant and buildings, materials and landscape
planting. Illustrative material is included in the document
to help articulate what may be built, in terms of visual
appearance, scale and massive, noting that the precise
details may vary at the point that approval is requested to
discharge the relevant DCO requirements.
The Proposed Development has considered the guidance
set out in the NPSWW and the Proposed Development has
undergone an extensive optioneering process to establish
the preferred option to take forward through the DCO
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currently planned landscape character, landform and

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

and considerations that have informed the design and

vegetation. Furthermore, the design and sensitive
use of materials in any associated development such as

appearance of the Proposed Development. It provides
details of the design that are proposed to be reserved by

control rooms and pumping stations will assist in
ensuring that such development contributes to the
quality of the area.

the DCO requirements including the design and external
appearance of plant and buildings, materials and landscape
planting. lllustrative material is included in the document
to help articulate what may be built, in terms of visual
appearance, scale and massive, noting that the precise
details may vary at the point that approval is requested to
discharge the relevant DCO requirements.

354

Applicants should set out the main alternatives to the

The Proposed Development has considered the guidance

design that they have considered and the reasons why

set out in the NPSWW and the Proposed Development has

the favoured choice has been selected, demonstrating

undergone an extensive optioneering process to establish

that all proposed and alternative infrastructure meets
the relevant EU or UK technical standard for design,
construction, installation and maintenance, where such
standards exist; and where they do not, that these
components of design are fully explained by the
applicant. In considering applications the examining
authority and the decision maker should take into
account the ultimate purpose of the infrastructure and
bear in mind the operational, safety and security
requirements which the design has to satisfy.

the preferred option to take forward through the DCO
application submission. Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.3) sets out the main
alternatives considered by the Applicant and portrays how
the preferred option was determined through considering
the environmental, planning, construction and operational
impacts and, in the final stages, economic and programme
criteria, in addition to looking at reasonable alternatives
relating to design, technology, location, size, scale and
construction.

The Statement of Requirements (Application document

E]reference 7.3) also formed an important part in the

d
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currently planned landscape character, landform and
vegetation. Furthermore, the design and sensitive
use of materials in any associated development such as
control rooms and pumping stations will assist in
ensuring that such development contributes to the
quality of the area.
3.5.4 Applicants should set out the main alternatives to the
design that they have considered and the reasons why
the favoured choice has been selected, demonstrating
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and considerations that have informed the design and
appearance of the Proposed Development. It provides
details of the design that are proposed to be reserved by
the DCO requirements including the design and external
appearance of plant and buildings, materials and landscape
planting. Illustrative material is included in the document
to help articulate what may be built, in terms of visual
appearance, scale and massive, noting that the precise
details may vary at the point that approval is requested to
discharge the relevant DCO requirements.
The Proposed Development has considered the guidance
set out in the NPSWW and the Proposed Development has
undergone an extensive optioneering process to establish
the preferred option to take forward through the DCO



Deleted
optioneering process. This document, sets out Anglian
Water’s requirements for a new waste water treatment
plant from a technical, process and operational perspective
to inform the site selection process.
3.6.6 (Climate
Change
Adaptation)
New infrastructure will typically be long-term
investments which will need to remain operational
over many decades, in the face of a changing climate.
Consequently applicants must consider the impacts of
climate change when planning the location, design,
The Design and Access Statement (Application document
ref 7.6) describes the project objectives, design principles
and considerations that have informed the design and
appearance of the Proposed Development.
As a principle, the Applicant is committed to delivering a
modern, low carbon waste water treatment plant which
forms part of Anglian Water’s commitment to reach net
zero carbon emissions by 2030.
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optioneering process. This document, sets out Anglian
Water’s requirements for a new waste water treatment
plant from a technical, process and operational perspective
to inform the site selection process.

El] > he Design and Access Statement (Application document
> ref 7.6) describes the project objectives, design principles
and considerations that have informed the design and
appearance of the Proposed Development.

[

3.6.6 (Climate New infrastructure will typically be long-term As a principle, the Applicant is committed to delivering a
Change investments which will need to remain operational modern, low carbon waste water treatment plant which
Adaptation) over many decades, in the face of a changing climate. forms part of Anglian Water’s commitment to reach net

Consequently applicants must consider the impacts of zero carbon emissions by 2030.
climate change when planning the location, design,

build, operation and, where appropriate, Chapter 9 Climate and Chapter 10 Carbon of the ES
decommissioning of new waste water infrastructure. (Application document references 5.2.9 and 5.2.10) set out
The ES should set out how the proposal will take the Applicant’s assessment of the potential impacts of the
account of the projected impacts of climate change. Proposed Development in relation to climate change and
While not required by the EIA Directive, this information | carbon during construction, operation and

will be needed by the examining authority and the decommissioning phases of the project.

decision maker.
The climate impact assessment included in Chapter 9
Climate (Application document reference 5.2.9) considers
the effects and impacts of climate change into the 2090s
(2080-2099), which is the furthest time period for which
E]climate modelling has been conducted. The mitigations

d
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Project Compliance with the NPSWW
optioneering process. This document, sets out Anglian
Water’s requirements for a new waste water treatment
plant from a technical, process and operational perspective
to inform the site selection process.
3.6.6 (Climate
Change
Adaptation)
New infrastructure will typically be long-term
investments which will need to remain operational
over many decades, in the face of a changing climate.
Consequently applicants must consider the impacts of
climate change when planning the location, design,



Deleted
3.6.7 Applicants should use the latest set of UK Climate
Projections to ensure they have identified
appropriate adaptation measures. Applicants should
apply as a minimum, the emissions scenario that the
Independent Committee on Climate Change suggests
the world is currently most closely following – and the
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
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ref 7.6) describes the project objectives, design principles
and considerations that have informed the design and
appearance of the Proposed Development.
As a principle, the Applicant is committed to delivering a
modern, low carbon waste water treatment plant which
forms part of Anglian Water’s commitment to reach net
zero carbon emissions by 2030.



Deleted
identified and residual risks take into account mitigations
that are embedded into the Proposed Development, as
well as additional future mitigation (such as ongoing
maintenance, renewals and upgrades) that will take place
throughout the operational lifetime of the Proposed
Development and which will take climate change into
account.
The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in
Chapter 9 Climate Resilience (Application document
reference 5.2.9) has used the latest UK climate projections
(UKCP18) to inform it, considering RCP8.5 highest
emissions scenario for the East of England. It has
considered the 50% value for average climate variables
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Identified and residual risks take into account mitigations
that are embedded into the Proposed Development, as
well as additional future mitigation (such as ongoing
maintenance, renewals and upgrades) that will take place
throughout the operational lifetime of the Proposed
Development and which will take climate change into

E?preparation of the ES, the examining authority should [z

proposals have taken into account the potential
impacts of climate change using the latest UK Climate
Projections available at the time the ES was prepared
and have identified appropriate mitigation or
adaptation measures. This should cover the estimated
lifetime of the new infrastructure. Should a new set of
UK Climate Projections become available after the

54] account.

E'5.6.7 Applicants should use the latest set of UK Climate The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in
Projections to ensure they have identified Chapter 9 Climate Resilience (Application document
appropriate adaptation measures. Applicants should reference 5.2.9) has used the latest UK climate projections
apply as a minimum, the emissions scenario that the (UKCP18) to inform it, considering RCP8.5 highest
Independent Committee on Climate Change suggests emissions scenario for the East of England. It has
the world is currently most closely following — and the considered the 50% value for average climate variables
10%, 50% and 90% estimate ranges. These results (such as increase change in average temperature) as well
should be considered alongside relevant research which | as the 10% and 90% values to show the range of projected
is based on the climate change projections. change.

3.6.8 The decision maker should be satisfied that the The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in

Chapter 9 Climate Resilience (Application document
reference 5.2.9) has used the latest UK climate projections
(UKCP18), considering RCP8.5 highest emissions scenario
for the East of England. Impacts of climate change to the
2090s (2080-2099) are the furthest future time period for
which climate projections are available and which are
expected to cover the first approximately 60 years of the

4 A

perational lifetime of the Proposed Development. The
roposed Development currently has no specified end-of-
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3.6.7 Applicants should use the latest set of UK Climate
Projections to ensure they have identified
appropriate adaptation measures. Applicants should
apply as a minimum, the emissions scenario that the
Independent Committee on Climate Change suggests
the world is currently most closely following – and the



Deleted
consider whether they need to request further
information from the applicant.
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identified and residual risks take into account mitigations
that are embedded into the Proposed Development, as
well as additional future mitigation (such as ongoing
maintenance, renewals and upgrades) that will take place
throughout the operational lifetime of the Proposed
Development and which will take climate change into
account.
The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in
Chapter 9 Climate Resilience (Application document
reference 5.2.9) has used the latest UK climate projections
(UKCP18) to inform it, considering RCP8.5 highest
emissions scenario for the East of England. It has
considered the 50% value for average climate variables



Modified
Proposed Development currently has no specified end-of-end-of
life
and is therefore expected to continue to operate into
the 2090s and beyond. During this time routine
maintenance, renewals and upgrades to equipment and
processes are expected. Some of these activities are
included as mitigations to the future impacts of climate
change.
The Statement of Requirement (Application Document
Reference 7.2) includes requirements for the review of
new UK Climate Projections as they become available
during the operation phase and at appropriate occasions
such as when renewing the specifications for equipment
renewal or upgrade. Schedule 2 of the draft DCO
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consider whether they need to request further ife and is therefore expected to continue to operate into
information from the applicant. the 2090s and beyond. During this time routine

maintenance, renewals and upgrades to equipment and
processes are expected. Some of these activities are
included as mitigations to the future impacts of climate

change.

The Statement of Requirement (Application Document
Reference 7.2) includes requirements for the review of
new UK Climate Projections as they become available
during the operation phase and at appropriate occasions
such as when renewing the specifications for equipment
renewal or upgrade. Schedule 2 of the draft DCO
(Application Document reference 2.1) includes
requirements for the review of climate change risks and
identification of additional mitigation measures required as
appropriate to ensure that the WWTP continues to operate
safely and effectively.

3.6.10 The decision maker should be satisfied that there are The site of the Proposed WWTP is considered appropriate
not critical features of the design of new waste water for the long-term (to beyond 2080) under a spectrum of
infrastructure which may be seriously affected by more | future climate change scenarios. There are areas allowed
radical changes to the climate beyond that projected in | for within the earth bank proposed to facilitate

the latest set of UK climate projections, taking account enhancements of these assets, all of which would be within
of the latest credible scientific evidence on, for exampleggghe limits of deviation included within the DCO.

sea level rise (e.g. by referring to additional S Chapter 9: Climate Resilience (App Doc Ref 5.2.9) [APP-
041] uses a worst-case climate scenario from the latest




Inserted
consider whether they need to request further
information from the applicant.



Inserted
life and is therefore expected to continue to operate into
the 2090s and beyond. During this time routine
maintenance, renewals and upgrades to equipment and
processes are expected. Some of these activities are
included as mitigations to the future impacts of climate
change.
The Statement of Requirement (Application Document
Reference 7.2) includes requirements for the review of
new UK Climate Projections as they become available
during the operation phase and at appropriate occasions
such as when renewing the specifications for equipment
renewal or upgrade. Schedule 2 of the draft DCO



Modified
ES The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in
Chapter 9: Climate Resilience (App Doc Ref Application document ref
5.2.9) [APP-
041] uses a worst-case climate scenario from has used the latestUK climate projections (UKCP18),
considering RCP8.5 highest emissions scenario for the East
of England. It has also been informed by the findings of the
second UK Climate Change Risk Assessment published by
the Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs in
2017. The scope of the assessment was agreed with The
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maximum credible scenarios —i.e. from the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change or the
Environment Agency) and that necessary action can be

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

climate set of projection data from the Met Office for the
assessment of the impacts of climate change on the
Proposed Development. This worst-case scenario has been

taken to ensure the operation of the infrastructure over

applied uniformly to assets and processes of the Proposed

its estimated lifetime.

Development, including critical features. The methodology
for this is addressed in more detail in response to ExQ1 6.6

3.6.11-3.6.13

Any adaptation measures should be based on the latest

The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in

set of UK Climate Projections, the Government’s latest

Chapter 9 Climate Resilience (Application document ref

national Climate Change Risk Assessment, when
available and in consultation with the appropriate
statutory consultees.

Adaptation measures can be required to be
implemented at the time of construction where
necessary and appropriate to do so.

Where an applicant has identified adaptation measures
necessary to deal with the impact of climate change,
and those measures would have an adverse effect on
other aspects of the project and/or surrounding
environment (e.g. coastal processes), the decision
maker may consider requiring the applicant to ensure
that the adaptation measures could be implemented
should the need arise, rather than at the outset of the
development (e.g. reserving land for future extension,

5.2.9) has used the latest UK climate projections (UKCP18),
considering RCP8.5 highest emissions scenario for the East
of England. It has also been informed by the findings of the
third UK Climate Change Risk Assessment published by the
Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs in 2022.
The scope of the assessment was agreed with The
Inspectorate, and has since been informed by statutory
and non-statutory consultees. Although there were no
specific climate resilience-related Technical Working
Groups (TWGs) conducted, the impacts of climate change
on future storm flows and discharge to the River Cam was
discussed as part of bilateral consultation and technical
working groups conducted as part of the water resources
assessment, as outlined in Chapter 20: Water Resources
(Application document ref 5.2.20).

Adaptation measures have been allowed for through

increasing height of existing, or requiring new, sea walll??:lallowing flexibility and capacity within the design of the

[N d
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maximum credible scenarios – i.e. from the
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change or the
Environment Agency) and that necessary action can be
taken to ensure the operation of the infrastructure over
its estimated lifetime.
3.6.11-3.6.13 Any adaptation measures should be based on the latest
set of UK Climate Projections, the Government’s latest
national Climate Change Risk Assessment, when
available and in consultation with the appropriate
statutory consultees.
Adaptation measures can be required to be
implemented at the time of construction where
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climate set of projection data from the Met Office for the
assessment of the impacts of climate change on the
Proposed Development. This worst-case scenario has been
applied uniformly to assets and processes of the Proposed
Development, including critical features. The methodology
for this is addressed in more detail in response to ExQ1 6.6
The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in
Chapter 9 Climate Resilience (Application document ref
5.2.9) has used the latest UK climate projections (UKCP18),
considering RCP8.5 highest emissions scenario for the East
of England. It has also been informed by the findings of the
third UK Climate Change Risk Assessment published by the
Department for Environment, Food & Rural Affairs in 2022.
The scope of the assessment was agreed with The
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Proposed Development. The flexibility allows for potential
changes within the treatment process of the Proposed
WWTP to deal with future influent flow rates under future
heavy rain gall and drought conditions. The flexibility also
includes capacity for adaptation and change within the
Proposed Development, allowing the design to be modified
in the future to provide additional climate resilience in
response to higher temperatures, changing storm flows or
drought conditions that require additional treatment to
meet the Environmental Permit required to secure these
measures.
A Drainage Strategy (Application Document Reference
5.4.20.12) has also been prepared in respect of the
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Proposed Development. The flexibility allows for potential

changes within the treatment process of the Proposed
WWTP to deal with future influent flow rates under future
heavy rain gall and drought conditions. The flexibility also
includes capacity for adaptation and change within the
Proposed Development, allowing the design to be modified
in the future to provide additional climate resilience in
response to higher temperatures, changing storm flows or
drought conditions that require additional treatment to
meet the Environmental Permit required to secure these
measures.

A Drainage Strategy (Application Document Reference
5.4.20.12) has also been prepared in respect of the
Proposed Development, which dictates that all surface
water drainage design is to be based on a 1:100-year storm
event +40% allowance for climate change. This climate
change allowance is in line with Environment Agency

guidance.

Further details on adaptation measures are set out in
Chapter 9 Climate Resilience of the ES (Application
document ref 5.2.9).

3.7.5 (Pollution
control and

Applicants should consult the Marine Management
Organisation (MMO) on nationally significant projects

The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as

other which would affect, or would be likely to affect, any

amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
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Proposed Development. The flexibility allows for potential
changes within the treatment process of the Proposed
WWTP to deal with future influent flow rates under future
heavy rain gall and drought conditions. The flexibility also
includes capacity for adaptation and change within the
Proposed Development, allowing the design to be modified
in the future to provide additional climate resilience in
response to higher temperatures, changing storm flows or
drought conditions that require additional treatment to
meet the Environmental Permit required to secure these
measures.
3.7.5 (Pollution
control and
other
Applicants should consult the Marine Management
Organisation (MMO) on nationally significant projects
which would affect, or would be likely to affect, any
A Drainage Strategy (Application Document Reference
5.4.20.12) has also been prepared in respect of the
Proposed Development, which dictates that all surface
water drainage design is to be based on a 1:100-year storm
event 40% allowance for climate change. This climate
change allowance is in line with Environment Agency
guidance.
Further details on adaptation measures are set out in
Chapter 9 Climate Resilience of the ES (Application
document ref 5.2.9).
The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
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environmental | relevant marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2009) and therefore consultation with the MMO was not

consenting 2008 (as amended by s.23 of the Marine and Coastal required in accordance with Section 12(1)(aa) of the PA
regimes) Access Act 2009). The decision maker’s consent may 2008.

include a deemed marine licence and the MMO will
advise on what conditions should apply to the deemed
marine licence. The examining authority and MMO
should cooperate closely to ensure that nationally
significant infrastructure projects are licensed in
accordance with environmental legislation, including
European directives.

3.7.6 The projects covered by this NPS may be subject to the | The Consents and other permits register (Application
Environmental Permitting (EP) regime, which also document ref 7.1) sets out the other permits, consents,
incorporates operational waste management £aAicences and agreements required to be attained by the
Eﬂ requirements for certain activities. When a developer pplicant in respect of the Proposed Development
applies for an Environmental Permit, the relevant separately to the DCO.

regulator (usually the Environment Agency, but
sometimes the local authority) requires that the
application demonstrates that processes are in place to
meet all relevant EP requirements. In considering

the impacts of the project as part of their examination,
the examining authority may wish to consider with the
regulator any management plans that would be
included in an Environmental Permit application.

3.7.7 Applicants are advised to make early contact with The Applicant has engaged with the Environment Agency
relevant regulators, including the Environment Agency throughout the preparation of the DCO application on a
and the MMO, to discuss their requirements for number of matters, including the requirement of any

=1
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3.7.5 (Pollution
control and
other
environmental
consenting
regimes)
Applicants should consult the Marine Management
Organisation (MMO) on nationally significant projects
which would affect, or would be likely to affect, any
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applies for an Environmental Permit, the relevant
regulator (usually the Environment Agency, but
sometimes the local authority) requires that the
application demonstrates that processes are in place to
meet all relevant EP requirements. In considering
the impacts of the project as part of their examination,
the examining authority may wish to consider with the
regulator any management plans that would be
included in an Environmental Permit application.
3.7.7 Applicants are advised to make early contact with
relevant regulators, including the Environment Agency
and the MMO, to discuss their requirements for
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Proposed Development, which dictates that all surface
water drainage design is to be based on a 1:100-year storm
event +40% allowance for climate change. This climate
change allowance is in line with Environment Agency
guidance.
Further details on adaptation measures are set out in
Chapter 9 Climate Resilience of the ES (Application
document ref 5.2.9).
The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
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Applicant in respect of the Proposed Development
separately to the DCO.
The Applicant has engaged with the Environment Agency
throughout the preparation of the DCO application on a
number of matters, including the requirement of any
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environmental permits and other consents. This will
help ensure that applications take account of all
relevant environmental considerations and that the
relevant regulators are able to provide timely advice
and assurance to the examining authority. Wherever
possible, applicants are encouraged to submit
applications for Environmental Permits and other
necessary consents at the same time as applying to the
examining authority for development consent.

environmental permits. Details of additional consent
requirements for the Proposed Development are included
in the Consents and other permits register (Application
document ref 7.1).

3.7.8

The examining authority and decision maker should be
satisfied that development consent can be granted
taking full account of environmental impacts. This will
require close cooperation with the Environment Agency

Regular liaison has been undertaken by the Applicant with
the relevant statutory bodies, notably the Environment
Agency, Natural England and the Internal Drainage Board.
Discharges to the receiving water environment from this

El EA) and/or the pollution control authority, and other E?Jype of project are regulated by the Environment Agency as
relevant bodies, such as the MMO, Natural England, Is the operation of both the existing and the proposed
Drainage Boards, and water and sewerage undertakers, | WWTP.

to ensure that in the case of potentially polluting The design of the Proposed Development has been guided
developments: by the consultation with relevant bodies to ensure that it is
the relevant pollution control authority is satisfied that acceptable in terms of adhering to statutory environmental
potential releases can be adequately regulated under guality limits, when considering the existing sources of

the pollution control framework pollution in-combination with the development proposals.
the effects of existing sources of pollution in and around
the site are not such that the cumulative effects of
pollution when the proposed development is added
would make that development unacceptable,

~




Deleted
applies for an Environmental Permit, the relevant
regulator (usually the Environment Agency, but
sometimes the local authority) requires that the
application demonstrates that processes are in place to
meet all relevant EP requirements. In considering
the impacts of the project as part of their examination,
the examining authority may wish to consider with the
regulator any management plans that would be
included in an Environmental Permit application.
3.7.7 Applicants are advised to make early contact with
relevant regulators, including the Environment Agency
and the MMO, to discuss their requirements for



Inserted
relevant bodies, such as the MMO, Natural England,
Drainage Boards, and water and sewerage undertakers,
to ensure that in the case of potentially polluting
developments:
the relevant pollution control authority is satisfied that
potential releases can be adequately regulated under
the pollution control framework
the effects of existing sources of pollution in and around
the site are not such that the cumulative effects of
pollution when the proposed development is added
would make that development unacceptable,



Deleted
Applicant in respect of the Proposed Development
separately to the DCO.
The Applicant has engaged with the Environment Agency
throughout the preparation of the DCO application on a
number of matters, including the requirement of any



Inserted
is the operation of both the existing and the proposed
WWTP.
The design of the Proposed Development has been guided
by the consultation with relevant bodies to ensure that it is
acceptable in terms of adhering to statutory environmental
quality limits, when considering the existing sources of
pollution in-combination with the development proposals.
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Paragraph

Number

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

particularly in relation to statutory environmental
quality limits.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

3.8.1-3.8.2
(Safety)

Applicants should consult with the Health and Safety
Executive (HSE) on matters relating to safety. HSE is
responsible for enforcing a range of health and safety
legislation applying to the construction, operation and
decommissioning of waste water infrastructure. The
decision maker will need to be satisfied that there is no
reason to expect that the project will not comply.

Some waste water infrastructure may be subject to the
Control of Major Accident Hazards (COMAH)

76

Fnvironment Agency in England and Wales. The same

The Applicant has consulted with the Health and Safety
Executive (HSE) in respect of the application and will
continue to consult with the HSE on the construction,
operation and decommissioning of the Proposed WWTP in
relation to health and safety matters.

The Proposed Development does not meet criteria for a
COMAH site and it should be noted that the Proposed
Development does not fall within the scope of EU
legislation 2012/18/EU (control of major-accident hazards

egulations 1999. These are enforced by HSE and the E8 involving dangerous substances).

he Applicant will, however, continue to consult with the

principles apply here as for those set out in the previous

HSE on its proposed construction, operation and

section on Pollution Control and other Environmental

decommissioning activities.

Permitting Regimes.

7 |
I:'5.9.1—3.9.3

All establishments wishing to hold stocks of certain

(Hazardous

hazardous substances, above a threshold guantity need

The predicted hazardous substances volumes are below
threshold levels and therefore the Applicant has not been

substances)

hazardous substances consent. Applicants should

consult the HSE at preapplication stage if the project is

required to consult with the HSE at the pre-application
stage of the project in relation to obtaining a hazardous

likely to need hazardous substances consent. Where

substances consent in respect of the Proposed

hazardous substances consent is applied for, the
decision maker will consider whether to make an order
directing that hazardous substances consent shall be
deemed to be granted alongside making an order

Development.




Modified
relevant bodies, such as the MMO, Natural England,
Drainage Boards, and water and sewerage undertakers,
to ensure that in the case of potentially polluting
developments:
• the relevant pollution control authority is
satisfied that potential releases can be
adequately regulated under the pollution
control framework
• the effects of existing sources of pollution in and
around the site are not such that the cumulative
effects of pollution when the proposed
development is added would make that
development unacceptable, particularly in 
relation to statutory environmental
quality 
limits.



Inserted
3.9.1 – 3.9.3
(Hazardous
substances)



Inserted
Environment Agency in England and Wales. The same
principles apply here as for those set out in the previous
section on Pollution Control and other Environmental
Permitting Regimes.
All establishments wishing to hold stocks of certain
hazardous substances, above a threshold quantity need
hazardous substances consent. Applicants should
consult the HSE at preapplication stage if the project is
likely to need hazardous substances consent. Where
hazardous substances consent is applied for, the
decision maker will consider whether to make an order
directing that hazardous substances consent shall be
deemed to be granted alongside making an order



Deleted
is the operation of both the existing and the proposed
WWTP.
The design of the Proposed Development has been guided
by the consultation with relevant bodies to ensure that it is
acceptable in terms of adhering to statutory environmental
quality limits, when considering the existing sources of
pollution in-combination with the development proposals.



Inserted
The Applicant will, however, continue to consult with the
HSE on its proposed construction, operation and
decommissioning activities.
The predicted hazardous substances volumes are below
threshold levels and therefore the Applicant has not been
required to consult with the HSE at the pre-application
stage of the project in relation to obtaining a hazardous
substances consent in respect of the Proposed
Development.
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Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
E'Naste Water (NPSWW)

NPSWW
Paragraph
Number

granting development consent. The decision maker
should consult HSE about this.

HSE sets a consultation distance around every site with
hazardous substances consent and notifies the relevant
local planning authorities. Whenever a waste water
development is proposed within any consultation
distance, the applicant should consult the HSE for its
advice on locating the particular development there.

]

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

4 <

3.10.1-3.10.5
(Health)

Waste water management has the potential to affect
the health and well-being of the population. Adequate
provision of waste water infrastructure is clearly
Ezileneficial to society and to our health as a whole.
owever, the possibility of some adverse effects cannot

8

sfhe ES (Application document ref 5.2.12). The assessment

An assessment of the effects of the Proposed Development
on health and well-being has been undertaken, the
conclusions of which are contained in Chapter 12 Health of

considers the potential impacts and the health outcomes

be discounted. The direct impacts on health may include

resulting from impacts related to matters including those

increased traffic, air pollution, dust, polluting water
(toxicity and disease risks), hazardous waste and
substances, noise, and increases in pests. New waste
water infrastructure may also have indirect health
impacts, for example if it in some positive or negative
way affects access to key public services, employment,
transport or use of open space and water for recreation
and physical activity.

These impacts may affect people simultaneously, so the
applicant, the examining authority and the decision

listed below:

- Air quality

- Community

Land quality

Landscape and visual amenity
Material resources and waste
Noise and vibration

- Odour

Traffic and transport

- Water




Deleted
3.9.1 – 3.9.3
(Hazardous
substances)



Deleted
Environment Agency in England and Wales. The same
principles apply here as for those set out in the
previous section on Pollution Control and other
Environmental Permitting Regimes.
All establishments wishing to hold stocks of certain
hazardous substances, above a threshold quantity need
hazardous substances consent. Applicants should
consult the HSE at preapplication stage if the project is
likely to need hazardous substances consent. Where
hazardous substances consent is applied for, the
decision maker will consider whether to make an order
directing that hazardous substances consent shall be
deemed to be granted alongside making an order



Deleted
The Applicant will, however, continue to consult with the
HSE on its proposed construction, operation and
decommissioning activities.
The predicted hazardous substances volumes are below
threshold levels and therefore the Applicant has not been
required to consult with the HSE at the pre-application
stage of the project in relation to obtaining a hazardous
substances consent in respect of the Proposed
Development.



Inserted
However, the possibility of some adverse effects cannot
be discounted. The direct impacts on health may include
increased traffic, air pollution, dust, polluting water
(toxicity and disease risks), hazardous waste and
substances, noise, and increases in pests. New waste
water infrastructure may also have indirect health
impacts, for example if it in some positive or negative
way affects access to key public services, employment,
transport or use of open space and water for recreation
and physical activity.
These impacts may affect people simultaneously, so the
applicant, the examining authority and the decision



Inserted
considers the potential impacts and the health outcomes
resulting from impacts related to matters including those
listed below:
- Air quality
- Community
- Land quality
- Landscape and visual amenity
- Material resources and waste
- Noise and vibration
- Odour
- Traffic and transport
- Water
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Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

NPSWW
Paragraph
Number

The applicant should identify any significant adverse
health impacts in the ES, and identify

measures to avoid, reduce or compensate for these
impacts as appropriate.

maker should consider the cumulative impact on health.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

The Applicant has applied guidance set out in the institute
of Environmental Management and Assessment (IEMA)
‘Health in Environmental Impact Assessment; A Primer for
a Proportionate Approach’ to the assessment methodology
included in Chapter 12 Health of the ES (Application
document ref 5.2.12).

The effects of the Proposed Development on health during
construction, operation and decommissioning would vary
from neutral to slight adverse prior to mitigation, which is

E5Tot significant. These include:

Slight adverse effects in relation to changes to how
local people feel about their community, in
particular their sense of place and wellbeing.

Slight beneficial effects in relation to changes in
access to recreational areas impacting rates of
physical activity and the ability to live active
lifestyles within the area included in the scope of
the assessment.

Overall, the Proposed Development provides waste water
infrastructure suitable for existing needs and with
modifications and investment, will meet any foreseeable
future needs. Further details including mitigation measures
proposed are set out in Chapter 12 Health of the ES




Deleted
considers the potential impacts and the health outcomes
resulting from impacts related to matters including those
listed below:
- Air quality
- Community
- Land quality
- Landscape and visual amenity
- Material resources and waste
- Noise and vibration
- Odour
- Traffic and transport
- Water



Inserted
- Slight adverse effects in relation to changes to how
local people feel about their community, in
particular their sense of place and wellbeing.
- Slight beneficial effects in relation to changes in
access to recreational areas impacting rates of
physical activity and the ability to live active
lifestyles within the area included in the scope of
the assessment.
Overall, the Proposed Development provides waste water
infrastructure suitable for existing needs and with
modifications and investment, will meet any foreseeable
future needs. Further details including mitigation measures
proposed are set out in Chapter 12 Health of the ES
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Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

ExQ112.1.

3.11.2-3.11.3
(Common law
nuisance and
“ptatutory

=1

It is very important that, at the application stage of an
NSIP, possible sources of nuisance under section 79(1)
of the 1990 Act and how they may be mitigated or

limited are set out by the applicant and considered by

The Applicant has prepared a Statutory Nuisance
Statement (Application document ref 7.13) in respect of
the Proposed Development. It considers the embedded
and essential mitigation measures proposed in the

Considerations)

designed into new infrastructure projects at an early

nuisance) the examining authority so that appropriate application in relation to ‘statutory nuisances’ which
requirements can be included in any subsequent order include:
granting development consent.
The decision maker should note that the defence of - Emissions (including air quality and odour)
statutory authority is subject to any contrary provision - Artificial lighting
made by the decision maker in any particular case in a - Noise
development consent order (section 158(3)). Therefore, - Insect infestation
subject to paragraph 3.11.1, the decision maker can
disapply the defence of statutory authority, in whole or | The assessment concludes that construction, operation,
in part, in any particular case, but in doing so should sojuse and maintenance of the Proposed Development would
have regard to whether any particular nuisance is an not give rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute
inevitable consequence of the development. a statutory nuisance as defined by the Environmental
Protection Act 1990.
3.12.2-3.12.3 Government policy is to ensure that, where possible, No national security implications have been identified for
(Security proportionate protective security measures are the Proposed Development, as the Proposed Development

is not a water supply installation and is not, therefore, the

stage in the project development. Where applications

most vulnerable infrastructure.. However, the design of the

for development consent for infrastructure covered by

Proposed Development incorporates appropriate fencing,

this NPS relate to potentially ‘critical’ infrastructure,

security and surveillance requirements. The design also

there may be national security considerations.

includes appropriate information and communications




Deleted
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
- Slight adverse effects in relation to changes to how
local people feel about their community, in
particular their sense of place and wellbeing.
- Slight beneficial effects in relation to changes in
access to recreational areas impacting rates of
physical activity and the ability to live active
lifestyles within the area included in the scope of
the assessment.
Further details including mitigation measures proposed
are set out in Chapter 12 Health of the ES (Application
document ref 5.2.12).



Modified
nuisance)
3.12.2- 3.12.3
(Security
Considerations)



Inserted
have regard to whether any particular nuisance is an
inevitable consequence of the development.
Government policy is to ensure that, where possible,
proportionate protective security measures are
designed into new infrastructure projects at an early
stage in the project development. Where applications
for development consent for infrastructure covered by
this NPS relate to potentially ‘critical’ infrastructure,
there may be national security considerations.
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
(Application document ref 5.2.12) and in the response to
ExQ1 12.1.



Inserted
not give rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute
a statutory nuisance as defined by the Environmental
Protection Act 1990.
No national security implications have been identified for
the Proposed Development, as the Proposed Development
is not a water supply installation and is not, therefore, the
most vulnerable infrastructure.. However, the design of the
Proposed Development incorporates appropriate fencing,
security and surveillance requirements. The design also
includes appropriate information and communications
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NPSWW
Paragraph
E8 Number

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

Defra should be notified by the developer at pre-
application stage about likely future applications for
nationally significant infrastructure projects, so that any
national security implications can be identified. Where
national security implications have been identified, the
applicant should consult with relevant security experts
from CPNI and Defra to ensure that physical, procedural
and personnel security measures have been adequately
considered in the design process and that adequate
consideration has been given to the management of
security risks. If CPNI and Defra are satisfied security
issues have been adequately addressed in the project
when the application is submitted, they will provide
confirmation of this to the

examining authority and they should then not need to
give any further consideration to the details of the
security measures in its examination.

echnology (ICT) security. This is set out in more detail in
the DAS (Application document reference 7.6).

Defra confirmed to the Applicant in an email dated 4 July
2023:
“Defra and can confirm

- No specific concerns/comments from a cyber
perspective.

- No issues from a CNI threshold perspective.

- The teams believe you will know how to approach
security set up based on SEMD, PSG and WUKSS
documents and would ask you note that you take a
security minded approach when sharing information
about the project and ensure you know who you are
sharing information with, know where it is being
kept and associated retention times.

- Given the project our team(s) also highlighted that
this is an ideal opportunity to design security in from
the onset which is a good thing to be able to "do”.

3.12.4-3.12.5

The applicant should only include sufficient informationE3 o national security implications have been identified for

in the application as is necessary to enable the
examining authority to examine the development
consent issues and for the decision maker to make a
properly informed decision on the application.

he Proposed Development. However, the design of the
Proposed Development incorporates appropriate fencing,
security and surveillance requirements. The design also

Eﬂncludes appropriate information and communications

echnology (ICT) security.




Deleted
have regard to whether any particular nuisance is an
inevitable consequence of the development.
3.12.2- 3.12.3
(Security
Considerations)
Government policy is to ensure that, where possible,
proportionate protective security measures are
designed into new infrastructure projects at an early
stage in the project development. Where applications
for development consent for infrastructure covered by
this NPS relate to potentially ‘critical’ infrastructure,
there may be national security considerations.



Deleted
not give rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute
a statutory nuisance as defined by the Environmental
Protection Act 1990.



Inserted
technology (ICT) security. This is set out in more detail in
the DAS (Application document reference 7.6).
Defra confirmed to the Applicant in an email dated 4 July
2023:
“Defra and can confirm
- No specific concerns/comments from a cyber
perspective.
- No issues from a CNI threshold perspective.
- The teams believe you will know how to approach
security set up based on SEMD, PSG and WUKSS
documents and would ask you note that you take a
security minded approach when sharing information
about the project and ensure you know who you are
sharing information with, know where it is being
kept and associated retention times.
- Given the project our team(s) also highlighted that
this is an ideal opportunity to design security in from
the onset which is a good thing to be able to "do”.



Modified
the Proposed Development, as the Proposed Development
is not a water supply installation and is not, therefore, the
most vulnerable infrastructure.. However, the design of the



Modified
technology (ICT) security.This is set out in more detail in
the DAS (Application document reference 7.6).
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Number

In exceptional cases, where examination of an
application would involve public disclosure of
information about defence or national security which
would not be in the national interest, the Secretary of
State can intervene and examine a part or the whole of
the application. In that case, the Secretary of State may
appoint an examiner to consider evidence in closed

session.
422-423 Where the project is likely to have effects on the water | Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES (Application
(Water Quality | environment, the applicant should undertake an document ref 5.2.20) sets out the Applicant’s assessment

and resources) | assessment of the existing status of, and impacts of the | on the potential effects of the Proposed Development on
proposed project on water quality, water resources and | the water environment. It presents the findings of an

physical characteristics of the water environment as assessment into the quality and characteristics of the

part of the Environmental Statement (ES) or equivalentlr_t98 xisting watercourses and waterbodies (surface and

The ES should describe: identifies any potential effects as a result of the

¢ the existing quality of waters affected by the proposed | construction, operation and decommissioning of the
project and the impacts of the proposed project on Proposed Development.

water quality, noting any relevant existing discharges,

proposed new discharges and proposed changes to A Water Framework Directive (WFD) Assessment has been
discharges; prepared in respect of the Proposed Development and the
e existing water resources affected by the proposed findings are contained in the WFD Report (Application
project and the impacts of the proposed project on Document reference 5.4.20.3). The assessment follows the
water resources, noting any relevant existing three-stage screening/scoping and detailed assessment

abstraction rates, proposed new abstraction rates and




Deleted
examining authority and they should then not need to
give any further consideration to the details of the
security measures in its examination.
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
3.12.4-3.12.5 The applicant should only include sufficient information
in the application as is necessary to enable the
examining authority to examine the development
consent issues and for the decision maker to make a
properly informed decision on the application.



Deleted
No national security implications have been identified for
the Proposed Development. However, the design of the
Proposed Development incorporates appropriate fencing,
security and surveillance requirements. The design also
includes appropriate information and communications
technology (ICT) security.



Inserted
The ES should describe:
• the existing quality of waters affected by the proposed
project and the impacts of the proposed project on
water quality, noting any relevant existing discharges,
proposed new discharges and proposed changes to
discharges;
• existing water resources affected by the proposed
project and the impacts of the proposed project on
water resources, noting any relevant existing
abstraction rates, proposed new abstraction rates and
Project Compliance with the NPSWW



Inserted
groundwater) within the scope of the assessment and
identifies any potential effects as a result of the
construction, operation and decommissioning of the
Proposed Development.
A Water Framework Directive (WFD) Assessment has been
prepared in respect of the Proposed Development and the
findings are contained in the WFD Report (Application
Document reference 5.4.20.3). The assessment follows the
three-stage screening/scoping and detailed assessment
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Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Number

proposed changes to abstraction rates (including any
impact on or use of mains supplies and reference to
Catchment Abstraction Management Strategies);

e existing physical characteristics of the water
environment (including quantity and dynamics

of flow) affected by the proposed project and any
impact of physical modifications to these characteristics;
¢ any impacts of the proposed project on water bodies
or protected areas under the Water Framework
Directive and source protection zones (SPZs) around
potable groundwater abstractions; and

¢ any cumulative effects.

approach outlined in the Inspectorate’s Advice Note
Eighteen: The Water Framework Directive.

Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES (Application
document ref 5.2.20) identifies the main surface water
features as the River Cam which is an Environment Agency
main river and WFD waterbody, Black Ditch and Quy Water
and Bottisham Lode, also an Environment Agency main
river and WFD waterbody.

The main groundwater features include:

The West Melbury Marly Chalk Formation, The Woburn
Sands Formation and Superficial deposits, mainly
associated with the River Cam and other watercourses.

An assessment of cumulative effects for water resources
has been completed and is reported in Chapter 21 of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.21). For water
resources, there are no residual cumulative effects.
Furthermore, there are no residual inter-related effects for
water resources.

The applicant should assess the impact of the proposal

Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES (Application

on existing abstractions that currently benefit from
informal and indirect effluent re-use. The developer

document reference 5.2.20) sets out the Applicant’s
assessment on the potential effects of the Proposed

should also assess the potential water resources

Development on the water environment.




Deleted
The ES should describe:
• the existing quality of waters affected by the
proposed project and the impacts of the proposed
project on water quality, noting any relevant existing
discharges, proposed new discharges and proposed
changes to discharges;
• existing water resources affected by the proposed
project and the impacts of the proposed project on
water resources, noting any relevant existing
abstraction rates, proposed new abstraction rates and



Inserted
4.2.4 The applicant should assess the impact of the proposal
on existing abstractions that currently benefit from
informal and indirect effluent re-use. The developer
should also assess the potential water resources



Deleted
groundwater) within the scope of the assessment and
identifies any potential effects as a result of the
construction, operation and decommissioning of the
Proposed Development.
A Water Framework Directive (WFD) Assessment has been
prepared in respect of the Proposed Development and the
findings are contained in the WFD Report (Application
Document reference 5.4.20.3). The assessment follows the
three-stage screening/scoping and detailed assessment



Inserted
An assessment of cumulative effects for water resources
has been completed and is reported in Chapter 21 of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.21). For water
resources, there are no residual cumulative effects.
Furthermore, there are no residual inter-related effects for
water resources.
Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.20) sets out the Applicant’s
assessment on the potential effects of the Proposed
Development on the water environment.
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Number

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

discharges as a result of the proposal.

benefits that could arise from changes to effluent

The assessment identifies that there are potential

beneficial effects of effluent discharge on water resources
in the River Cam.

4.2.5 If the Environment Agency has concerns about the
proposal on the grounds of impacts on water
quality/resources, the applicant should discuss these
concerns with the Environment Agency and take all
reasonable steps to agree ways in which the proposal
might be amended, or additional information provided,

which would satisfy the Environment Agency’s concerns.

The Applicant has been actively engaging with the
Environment Agency throughout the various stages of the
DCO process. This included discussions on consents and
permits to be obtained outside the DCO, agreement on
methodology and impacts on water quality/resources.

Further details in relation to consents and permits to be
obtained outside the DCO are set out in the Consents and
Other Permits Register (Application document ref 7.1).

4.2.8 The decision maker should be satisfied that a proposal

The River Basin Management Plan has been considered in

has regard to the River Basin Management Plans and

ES Appendix 20.3 WFD Assessment Report (App Doc Ref

meets the requirements of the Water Framework
Directive (including Article 4.7) and its daughter
directives, including those on priority substances and

5.4.20.3) [APP-153].
The Stage 1 — WFD screening identified the following water

bodies as requiring further assessment:

groundwater. The specific objectives for particular river
basins are set out in River Basin Management Plans. The

- Cam (Surface water body; river);
- Cam and Ely Ouse Chalk (Groundwater body); and

decision maker should also consider the interactions of
the proposed project with other plans such as Water
Resources Management Plans and Shoreline/Estuary
Management Plans.

- Cam and Ely Ouse Woburn Sands (Groundwater

body).

As discussed in Section 1.3 of WFD Assessment Report,
WED Regulations 2017 set out a requirement to establish




Deleted
4.2.4 The applicant should assess the impact of the proposal
on existing abstractions that currently benefit from
informal and indirect effluent re-use. The developer
should also assess the potential water resources



Deleted
An assessment of cumulative effects for water resources
has been completed and is reported in Chapter 21 of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.21). For water
resources, there are no residual cumulative effects.
Furthermore, there are no residual inter-related effects for
water resources.
Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.20) sets out the Applicant’s
assessment on the potential effects of the Proposed
Development on the water environment.



Inserted
4.2.8 The decision maker should be satisfied that a proposal
has regard to the River Basin Management Plans and
meets the requirements of the Water Framework
Directive (including Article 4.7) and its daughter
directives, including those on priority substances and
groundwater. The specific objectives for particular river
basins are set out in River Basin Management Plans. The
decision maker should also consider the interactions of
the proposed project with other plans such as Water
Resources Management Plans and Shoreline/Estuary
Management Plans.
The River Basin Management Plan has been considered in
ES Appendix 20.3 WFD Assessment Report (App Doc Ref
5.4.20.3) [APP-153].
The Stage 1 – WFD screening identified the following water
bodies as requiring further assessment:
- Cam (Surface water body; river);
- Cam and Ely Ouse Chalk (Groundwater body); and
- Cam and Ely Ouse Woburn Sands (Groundwater
body).
As discussed in Section 1.3 of WFD Assessment Report,
WFD Regulations 2017 set out a requirement to establish
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river basin districts and for each district, a river basin
management plan (RBMP) which is revised every 6 years.
The Environment Agency advised that the 2019 RBMP
classification data available on Catchment Data Explorer
should be used as the baseline, and is assessed in Table 3-1
and Table 4-1. The WFD Assessment report considers
operational WFD compliance risks to these water bodies,
as it was agreed with the EA that temporary impacts could
be excluded from the assessment.

For all three water bodies, the assessment considers there
to be no potential adverse WFD effects as a result of the
Proposed Development and therefore no further WFD
assessment is required. The Proposed Development is
therefore considered to meet the requirements of the
WED. Further details can be found in the three summary
tables set out in section 5 of the WFD Assessment Report
(Application document reference 5.4.20.3).

The present relevant River Basin Management Plan covers
the period from 2015 to 2021 (Cycle 2). The Cycle 3 (2022-
2027) draft River Basin Management Plan was issued for
consultation in 2021, and at the time of writing is still due
to be finalised, which may bring about changes in the
baseline status and objectives for water bodies.




Modified
4.2.8 The decision maker should be satisfied that a proposal
has regard to the River Basin Management Plans and
meets the requirements of the Water Framework
Directive (including Article 4.7) and its daughter
directives, including those on priority substances and
groundwater. The specific objectives for particular river
basins are set out in River Basin Management Plans. The
decision maker should also consider the interactions of
the proposed project with other plans such as Water
Resources Management Plans and Shoreline/Estuary
Management Plans.
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
river basin districts and for each district, a river basin
management plan (RBMP) which is revised every 6 years.
The Environment Agency advised that Stage 1 – WFD screening identified the 2019 RBMPfollowing water
classification data available on Catchment Data Explorer
should be used bodies as the baseline, requiring further assessment:
- Cam (Surface water body; river);
- Cam and is assessed in Table 3-1
Ely Ouse Chalk (Groundwater body); and Table 4
-1Cam and Ely Ouse Woburn Sands (Groundwater
body). 
The WFD Assessment report considers
operational WFD 
compliance risks to these water bodies,
as it was agreed 
with the EA that temporary impacts could
be excluded 
from the assessment.



Inserted
to be finalised, which may bring about changes in the
baseline status and objectives for water bodies.
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Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

In terms of Water Resources Management Plans (WRMP),

Cambridge Water’s draft WRMP and Anglian Water’s draft
WRMP are of relevance. They have been published and
shared with the Environment Agency and Ofwat, and set
out how water companies will manage the water supplies
in their region to meet current and future needs (looking
ahead 25 years or more). Further details on these WRMPs,
their timelines for onward progression, and solutions to
resolving Cambridge’s water issues are provided in the
response to ExQ1 21.58.

4.2.9 The examining authority and the decision maker should

consider proposals to mitigate adverse effects on the
water environment put forward by the applicant and
whether appropriate requirements should be attached
to any development consent and/or development
consent obligations entered into.

Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.20) sets out the Applicant’s
assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed
Development on the water environment.

The findings of the assessment are that there are no
significant effects on the water environment as a result of
the Proposed Development during construction taking into
account the implementation of proposed the mitigation
measures for surface water and ground water protection
outlined in the Code of Construction Practice (Application
document references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2), with the
exception of a few impacts identified in paragraph 5.1.17
of Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.20). It is considered that these
would have temporary adverse effects.

[N
v

a




Deleted
to be finalised, which may bring about changes in the
baseline status and objectives for water bodies.



Inserted
In terms of Water Resources Management Plans (WRMP),
Cambridge Water’s draft WRMP and Anglian Water’s draft
WRMP are of relevance. They have been published and
shared with the Environment Agency and Ofwat, and set
out how water companies will manage the water supplies
in their region to meet current and future needs (looking
ahead 25 years or more). Further details on these WRMPs,
their timelines for onward progression, and solutions to
resolving Cambridge’s water issues are provided in the
response to ExQ1 21.58.



Deleted
During operation, there would be impacts resulting from
changes in final effluent and stormwater discharges which
could have a significant beneficial effect on water quality in
the River Cam.
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Number

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

11

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

During operation, there would be impacts resulting from
changes in final effluent and stormwater discharges which
could have a significant beneficial effect on water quality in
the River Cam.

Mitigation measures are set out in Table 5-2 of Chapter 20
Water Resources of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.20).

Schedule 2 of the dDCO sets out the requirements relating
to the Proposed Development. This secures mitigation
measures such as the CEMP, which will contain
management plans including those which relate to the
water environment, such as a construction water quality
management plan. Further details are set out in the dDCO
(Application document ref 2.1).

4.2.10

The decision maker should consider whether the
mitigation measures put forward by the applicant which
are needed for operational, construction and
decommissioning phases (and which are over and above
any which may form part of the project application) are
acceptable. A construction management plan may help
codify mitigation at that stage.

Mitigation measures in respect of the Proposed
Development’s impacts on the water environment are set
out in Table 5-2 of Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.20).

A Code of Construction Practice (Application document
references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) has been submitted as part

—

4 A




Inserted
During operation, there would be impacts resulting from
changes in final effluent and stormwater discharges which
could have a significant beneficial effect on water quality in
the River Cam.



Deleted
4.3.5-4.3.9
(Odour)
All waste water treatment infrastructure projects
considered by the examining authority will be subject to
an appropriate odour impact assessment submitted as
part of an Environmental Statement. The applicant



Deleted
of this DCO application and sets out mitigation measures
for construction impacts.
Chapter 18 Odour of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.18) sets out the Applicant’s assessment of
potential effects in relation to odour as a result of the
Proposed Development being constructed, operated and
decommissioned.
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NPSWW
Paragraph

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

of this DCO application and sets out mitigation measures

for construction impacts.

All waste water treatment infrastructure projects
considered by the examining authority will be subject to

Chapter 18 Odour of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.18) sets out the Applicant’s assessment of

an appropriate odour impact assessment submitted as

potential effects in relation to odour as a result of the

part of an Environmental Statement. The applicant
should assess the potential for odour to have a
detrimental impact on amenity.

The assessment provided by the applicant should
include:

¢ a description of the component plant and processes of
the development which will give rise to odour;

¢ nature of the odour emissions from the identified
sources;

¢ consideration of the prevailing wind conditions;
P-premises-orlocationsthatmay-beaffectedby-the—(
emissions;

o effects of the odour on identified premises or
locations; and

* measures to be employed to prevent or mitigate
odorous emissions.

These factors should be examined and assessed by
means of a thorough and objective source receptor
pathway risk assessment of potential odour impacts.

Proposed Development being constructed, operated and
decommissioned.

The assessment methodology takes into consideration the
comments made by the Inspectorate in its Scoping Opinion
published on 29" November 2021, in addition to the
guidance set out in the NPSWW.

The conclusions of the Odour Impact Assessment are that
the likely odour effects at sensitive receptors are negligible
and not significant.

Appendix 18.4 of ES Chapter 18 Preliminary Odour
Management Plan (App Doc Ref 5.4.18.4) [AS-106] sets out
that an emergency would involve the complete failure of
the majority of the ventilation facilities throughout the site.

Complete failure would only occur due to complete loss of
power to the site and the concurrent complete loss of
backup power from standby generators. The loss of a

sludge disposal route is one such emergency. AWS as a

business manages their sludge treatment and sludge




Inserted
4.3.5-4.3.9
(Odour)
All waste water treatment infrastructure projects
considered by the examining authority will be subject to
an appropriate odour impact assessment submitted as
part of an Environmental Statement. The applicant



Inserted
These factors should be examined and assessed by
means of a thorough and objective source receptor
pathway risk assessment of potential odour impacts.



Inserted
of this DCO application and sets out mitigation measures
for construction impacts.
Chapter 18 Odour of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.18) sets out the Applicant’s assessment of
potential effects in relation to odour as a result of the
Proposed Development being constructed, operated and
decommissioned.



Deleted
These factors should be examined and assessed by
means of a thorough and objective source receptor
pathway risk assessment of potential odour impacts.
Odour impacts should be assessed using appropriate
odour impact standards that reflect whether the odour
source is highly offensive, moderately offensive or less
offensive.



Inserted
Appendix 18.4 of ES Chapter 18 Preliminary Odour
Management Plan (App Doc Ref 5.4.18.4) [AS-106] sets out
that an emergency would involve the complete failure of
the majority of the ventilation facilities throughout the site.
Complete failure would only occur due to complete loss of
power to the site and the concurrent complete loss of
backup power from standby generators. The loss of a
sludge disposal route is one such emergency. AWS as a
business manages their sludge treatment and sludge
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Waste Water (NPSWW)

11

Odour impacts should be assessed using appropriate

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

disposal routes from a company wide perspective. As such,

more can be read about their validation of sludge disposal

odour impact standards that reflect whether the odour

routes in their latest Business Plan, available on the Anglian

source is highly offensive, moderately offensive or less

Water website.

offensive.

The odour impact assessment should also include
consideration of:

e ancillary activities associated with the project, for
example, transport of sludge; and

¢ the effects of abnormal operations (e.g. a major plant
failure) and emergencies such as loss of sludge disposal
route.

Further detail on how the Proposed Development has
considered odour is provided in the response to ExQ1
19.20.

4.3.10

The applicant is advised to consult the local planning
authority and, where appropriate, the Environment
Agency about the scope and methodology of the
assessment.

The Applicant has undertaken engagement with South
Cambridgeshire District Council and Cambridge City Council
as the host authorities in respect of the Proposed
Development, as well as the Environment Agency. This is in
respect of the discussing the scope and methodology of the
various environmental assessments which are contained in
the ES. Details of engagement are included in the
Consultation Report (Application document reference 6.1).

4.3.16

Mitigation measures may include one of more of the
following:

¢ locating the main odour sources away from sensitive
developments (such as housing, schools and hospitals,
and other sensitive land uses including recreational
facilities, commercial premises and open spaces);

The means by which potential odour impacts have been
mitigated through design and management are described
fully in Chapter 18 Odour of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.18).

[N d
v N




Inserted
Odour impacts should be assessed using appropriate
odour impact standards that reflect whether the odour
source is highly offensive, moderately offensive or less
offensive.



Deleted
• selection of “low odour” process technologies;
• containment or enclosure of the most odorous
sources on the site;



Inserted
disposal routes from a company wide perspective. As such,
more can be read about their validation of sludge disposal
routes in their latest Business Plan, available on the Anglian
Water website.
Further detail on how the Proposed Development has
considered odour is provided in the response to ExQ1
19.20.
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* selection of “low odour” process technologies;

e containment or enclosure of the most odorous
sources on the site;

e where processes are enclosed, ventilation should be
provided and vented, at high enough extraction rates to
control fugitive leaks, to suitable odour abatement
equipment; and

¢ an Odour Management Plan (OMP) documenting the
measures to be employed by the site operator to
anticipate the formation of odours and to control their
release from the site. This should include provision and
obligations for suitable monitoring and testing regimes
to ensure that controls are properly maintained
throughout the life of the development.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

444-445
(Flood Risk)

Applications for projects of 1 hectare or greater in Flood
Zone 175, and all proposals for projects located in Flood
Zones 2 and 3 in England should be accompanied by a
flood risk assessment (FRA). An FRA will also be required
where a project less than 1 hectare may be subject to
sources of flooding other than rivers and the sea (e.g.
surface water), or where the Environment Agency,
Internal Drainage Board or other body has indicated
that there may be drainage problems. This should
identify and assess the risks of all forms of flooding to
and from the project and demonstrate how these flood

[N d
v N

A Flood Risk Assessment has been carried out in respect of
the Proposed Development, in accordance with paragraph
4.4.4 and 4.4.5 of the NPSWW. This assesses the risk to the
Proposed Development from all sources of flooding and
considers the effects of the Proposed Development to
flood risk elsewhere.

The Proposed WWTP is located entirely within Flood Zone
1 (at lowest risk of flooding). ‘Water compatible’
infrastructure (outfall, pipes and tunnel) falls within Flood
Zones 2 and 3 and are not considered to be at high risk
from fluvial flooding with the implementation of best

[N d
v N




Inserted
• selection of “low odour” process technologies;
• containment or enclosure of the most odorous
sources on the site;



Deleted
risks will be managed, taking climate change into
account.
The minimum requirements for FRAs are that they
should:



Deleted
practice construction methodology which is captured in
the Code of Construction Practice (Application document
reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).
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NPSWW
Paragraph
Number

risks will be managed, taking climate change into
account.

The minimum requirements for FRAs are that they
should:

* be proportionate to the risk and appropriate to the
scale, nature and location of the project;

e consider the risk of flooding arising from the project in
addition to the risk of flooding to the project;

e take the impacts of climate change into account
clearly stating the development lifetime over which the
assessment has been made;

¢ be undertaken by competent people, as early as
possible in the process of preparing the proposal;

¢ consider both the potential adverse and beneficial
effects of flood risk management infrastructure
including raised defences, flow channels, flood storage
areas and other artificial features together with the
consequences of their failure;

¢ consider the vulnerability of those using the site,
including arrangements for safe access;

e consider and quantify the different types of flooding
(whether from natural and human sources and including
joint and cumulative effects) and identify flood risk
reduction measures, so that assessments are fit for the
purpose of the decisions being made;

[N 4
v N

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

practice construction methodology which is captured in the

Code of Construction Practice (Application document
reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).

The methodology for the Flood Risk Assessment follows
relevant planning policy guidance including the NPSWW
and relevant legislation applied is set out in Chapter 20
Water Resources (Application document reference 5.2.20).

Flood risk vulnerability and flood zone compatibility is
shown in Table 13 of Chapter 20 Water Resources of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.20) and highlights
cells indicating elements of the Proposed Development.

The proposed WWTP is considered ‘Less Vulnerable’ in
terms of flood risk vulnerability and is sequentially located
within Flood Zone 1 and therefore passes the Sequential
Test.

Other water compatible elements of the Proposed
Development are deemed appropriate development within
Flood Zones 1, 2 and 3a. Additionally, below ground
pipelines and tunnel elements of the Proposed
Development located in Flood Zone 3b would remain
operational during flood conditions and would have a

negligible impact on floodplain storage, surface water

4 A




Inserted
risks will be managed, taking climate change into
account.
The minimum requirements for FRAs are that they
should:



Deleted
• consider the effects of a range of flooding events
including extreme events on people, property, the
natural and historic environment and river and coastal
processes;



Inserted
practice construction methodology which is captured in the
Code of Construction Practice (Application document
reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).



Deleted
flows or flood risk elsewhere. It is considered that these
elements in Flood Zone 3b are also considered appropriate
development.
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e consider the effects of a range of flooding events
including extreme events on people, property, the
natural and historic environment and river and coastal

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

flows or flood risk elsewhere. It is considered that these
elements in Flood Zone 3b are also considered appropriate
development.

processes;
¢ include the assessment of the remaining (known as

‘residual’) risk after risk reduction measures have been
taken into account and demonstrate that this is
acceptable for the particular project;

e consider how the ability of water to soak into the
ground may change with development, along with how
the proposed layout of the project may affect drainage
systems;

e consider if there is a need to be safe and remain
operational during a worst case flood event over the
development’s lifetime; and

¢ be supported by appropriate data and information,
including historical information on previous events.

Further detail on the site selection process is provided in
the response to ExQ1 21.49.

4.4.7-4.4.8

Applicants for projects which may be affected by, or
may add to, flood risk should arrange pre-application
discussions with the Environment Agency, and, where
relevant, other bodies such as Internal Drainage Boards,
sewerage undertakers, navigation authorities, highways
authorities and reservoir owners and operators. Such
discussions should identify the likelihood and possible
extent and nature of the flood risk, to help scope the
FRA, and identify the information that will be required

The Applicant has engaged with the following consultees in
respect of flood risk and the Proposed Development:

- Environment Agency

- South Cambridgeshire District Council and

Cambridge City Council as the host authorities

- Lead Local Flood Authority

- Waterbeach Level Internal Drainage Board
The Canal and River Trust

v

4 A




Inserted
• consider the effects of a range of flooding events
including extreme events on people, property, the
natural and historic environment and river and coastal
processes;



Deleted
by the decision maker to reach a decision on the
application once it has been submitted and examined.



Inserted
flows or flood risk elsewhere. It is considered that these
elements in Flood Zone 3b are also considered appropriate
development.
Further detail on the site selection process is provided in
the response to ExQ1 21.49.



Deleted
Engagement was taken with particular reference to scoping
the methodology and provisions of the FRA and details of
engagement are set out in the Consultation Report
(Application document reference 6.1). The Consultation
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Number

by the decision maker to reach a decision on the
application once it has been submitted and examined.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Engagement was taken with particular reference to scoping

the methodology and provisions of the FRA and details of

If the Environment Agency has concerns about the
proposal on flood risk grounds, the applicant should
discuss these concerns with the Environment Agency
and take all reasonable steps to agree ways in which the
proposal might be amended, or additional information
provided, which would satisfy the Environment Agency’s
concerns.

engagement are set out in the Consultation Report
(Application document reference 6.1). The Consultation
Report also sets out how the Applicant has had due regard
to comments raised during statutory consultation.

4.4.10

In determining an application for development consent,
the decision maker should be satisfied that, where
relevant:

e the application is supported by an appropriate FRA;

¢ the Sequential Test has been applied as part of site
selection;

¢ the proposal is in line with any relevant national and
local flood risk management strategy;

¢ a sequential approach has been applied at the site
level to minimise risk by directing the most vulnerable
uses to areas of lowest flood risk;

e priority has been given to the use of sustainable
drainage systems (SuDS), and the requirements set out
in the next paragraph on National Standards have been
met; and

See response to paragraphs 4.4.4 — 4.4.5 above.

A Drainage Strategy (Application document reference
5.4.20.12) has been prepared in respect of the Proposed
Development. The report sets out details of the drainage
requirements for the permanent works associated with the
scheme. It also sets out the SuDS hierarchy that will be
applied where appropriate to the proposed WWTP.

Alongside the NPSWW, other relevant national and local
flood risk management strategies that are applicable to the
site include:
- National Planning Policy Framework (2023)
- Greater Cambridge Strategic Flood Risk Assessment
(2021)

[N d
v N




Inserted
by the decision maker to reach a decision on the
application once it has been submitted and examined.



Deleted
• in flood risk areas, the project is appropriately flood
resilient and resistant, including safe access and escape
routes where required, and that any residual risk can be
safely managed over the lifetime of the development.



Inserted
Engagement was taken with particular reference to scoping
the methodology and provisions of the FRA and details of
engagement are set out in the Consultation Report
(Application document reference 6.1). The Consultation



Inserted
Alongside the NPSWW, other relevant national and local
flood risk management strategies that are applicable to the
site include:
- National Planning Policy Framework (2023)
- Greater Cambridge Strategic Flood Risk Assessment
(2021)
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* in flood risk areas, the project is appropriately flood

resilient and resistant, including safe access and escape
routes where required, and that any residual risk can be
safely managed over the lifetime of the development.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

- Cambridgeshire Local Flood Risk Management
Strategy (2021-2027)

Flood Zone 2 unless it is satisfied that the Sequential
Test requirements have been met. In relation to waste

4411 For construction work which has drainage implications, | A Drainage Strategy (Application document reference
approval for the project’s drainage system will form part | 5.4.20.12) has been prepared in respect of the Proposed
of the development consent issued by the decision Development. The report sets out details of the drainage
maker. The decision maker will therefore need to be requirements for the permanent works associated with the
satisfied that the proposed drainage system complies scheme and identified that the Proposed Development’s
with any National Standards published by Ministers drainage has been designed in accordance to national
under Paragraph 5(1) of Schedule 3 to the Flood and standards for SuDS. This includes applying industry
Water Management Act 201078. In addition, the standard guidance such as the CIRIA SuDS Manual.
development consent order, or any associated
development consent obligations, will need to make The Drainage Strategy has been prepared in compliance
provision for the adoption and maintenance of any with the national standards published by the Ministers
SuDS, including any necessary access rights to property. | under Paragraph 5(1) of Schedule 3 to the Flood and Water
The decision maker should be satisfied that the most Management Act 2010.
appropriate body is being given the responsibility for Anglian Water will be responsible for the maintenance and
maintaining any SuDS, taking into account the nature inspection of all drainage infrastructure in respect of the
and security of the infrastructure on the proposed site. | Proposed Development.

The responsible body could include, for example, the
applicant, the landowner, the relevant local authority,
or another body such as the Internal Drainage Board.
4.4.13 The decision maker should not consent development in | See response to paragraphs 4.4.4 —4.4.5 above.

[N d
v N




Inserted
• in flood risk areas, the project is appropriately flood
resilient and resistant, including safe access and escape
routes where required, and that any residual risk can be
safely managed over the lifetime of the development.



Deleted
water infrastructure, it should not consent development
in Flood Zone 3a unless it is for water treatment works
which do not need to remain operational during times
of flood, or sewage treatment works (if adequate



Inserted
- Cambridgeshire Local Flood Risk Management
Strategy (2021-2027)
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water infrastructure, it should not consent development

in Flood Zone 3a unless it is for water treatment works
which do not need to remain operational during times
of flood, or sewage treatment works (if adequate
measures to control pollution and manage sewage
during flooding events are in place). It should not
consent development in Flood Zone 3b unless it is
satisfied that the Sequential and Exception Test
requirements have been met (see below). However,
when seeking development consent on a site allocated
in a development plan through the application of the
Sequential Test, informed by a strategic flood risk
assessment (SFRA), applicants need not apply the
Sequential Test, but should apply the sequential
approach to locating development within the site.

4.4.14

Preference should be given to locating projects in Flood
Zone 1. If there is no reasonably available site in Flood
Zone 1, then projects can be located in Flood Zone 2. If
there is no reasonably available site in Flood Zones 1 or
2, then essential infrastructure (including nationally
significant infrastructure) projects can be located in
Flood Zone 3 subject to the Exception Test.

The Proposed Development has undergone an extensive
site selection process which is outlined in Chapter 3
Alternatives of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.3) sets out the main alternatives considered by the
Applicant. The preferred location for the Proposed WWTP
is on land which is in Flood Zones 1 (at lowest risk of
flooding).

‘Water compatible’ infrastructure (outfall, pipes and
tunnel) falls within Flood Zones 2 and 3 and are not
considered to be at high risk from fluvial flooding with the

[N

V

a




Inserted
water infrastructure, it should not consent development
in Flood Zone 3a unless it is for water treatment works
which do not need to remain operational during times
of flood, or sewage treatment works (if adequate



Deleted
implementation of best practice construction methodology
which is captured in the Code of Construction Practice
(Application document references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).
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Project Compliance with the NPSWW

implementation of best practice construction methodology

which is captured in the Code of Construction Practice
(Application document references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).

Further detail on the site selection process is provided in
the response to ExQ1 21.49.

4.4.15-4.4.17

If, following application of the Sequential Test, it is not
possible, consistent with wider sustainability objectives,
for the project to be located in zones of lower
probability of flooding than Flood Zone 3, the Exception
Test can be applied. The test provides a method of

|14

nanaging flood risk while still allowing necessary

development to occur.

The Exception Test is only appropriate for use where the
Sequential Test alone cannot deliver an acceptable site,
taking into account the need for essential infrastructure
to remain operational during floods. It may also be
appropriate to use it where, as a result of the
alternative site(s) at lower risk of flooding being subject
to national designations such as landscape, heritage and
nature conservation designations, for example, Areas of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONBs), Sites of Special
Scientific Interest (SSSIs) and World Heritage Sites
(WHS), it would not be appropriate to require the
development to be located on the alternative site(s).

See response to paragraphs 4.4.4 —4.4.5 above.

With regards to the Exception Test, the Proposed

Development and its embedded mitigation measures

would not increase the flood risk of the development, the

surrounding area, or the water courses it discharges into.

Many of the sustainability benefits of the project are

located in the LERMP [AS-066] as well as Chapter 10

Carbon of the ES [APP-042]. A Flood Risk Assessment has

also been provided at ES Appendix 20.1 (Application

Document reference 5.4.20.1) [APP-151].




Modified
development to occur.
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
See response to paragraphs 4.4.4 – 4.4.5 above.



Modified
Project Compliance with All the NPSWW
implementation three elements of best practice construction methodology
which is captured in the Code of Construction Practicetest will have to be passed
(Application document references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2)for development to be consented.
Further detail on For the site selection process is provided inException
Test to be passed: a) it must be demonstrated that the response to ExQ1 21.49.
See response to paragraphs 4.4.4 – 4.4.5 above.
With regards project provides wider sustainability benefits to the Exception Test, the Proposed
Development and its embedded mitigation measures
would not increase the community that outweigh flood risk of the development, the
surrounding area, or the water courses it discharges into.
Many of the sustainability benefits of ; b) the project are
located in the LERMP [AS-066] as well as Chapter 10
Carbon of the ES [APP-042]. A Flood Risk Assessment has
also been provided at ES Appendix 20.1 (Application
Document reference 5.4.20.1) [APP-151].
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All the three elements of the test will have to be passed
for development to be consented. For the Exception
Test to be passed: a) it must be demonstrated that the
project provides wider sustainability benefits to the
community that outweigh flood risk; b) the project
should be on developable previously-developed land80
or, if it is not on previously developed land, that there
are no reasonable alternative sites on developable
previously developed land; and c) a FRA must
demonstrate that the project will be safe, without
increasing flood risk elsewhere, and, where possible,
will reduce flood risk overall.

4.4.18 To satisfactorily manage flood risk, arrangements are Mitigation measures to manage flood risk during
required to manage surface water and the impact of the | construction are set out in the Code of Construction
natural water cycle on people and property. Practice (CoCP) (Application Document reference 5.4.2.1

and 5.4.2.2) and will be implemented through a
Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP).
The CoCP outlines that all construction activities will be
undertaken to avoid any significant increase of flood risk.

The CEMP will require that procedures are put in place to
deal with potential flood events, as is relevant to the flood
risk at each working area.

Operational flood risk within the proposed WWTP from
surface water and groundwater sources will be managed

[N d
v N




Inserted
All the three elements of the test will have to be passed
for development to be consented. For the Exception
Test to be passed: a) it must be demonstrated that the
project provides wider sustainability benefits to the
community that outweigh flood risk; b) the project



Deleted
by the drainage strategy, which will in turn be informed by
continuous monitoring of groundwater levels. The
drainage strategy further allows for future expansion of
attenuation storage capacity if required. The drainage
strategy is therefore considered to be the most vital
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by the drainage strategy, which will in turn be informed by
continuous monitoring of groundwater levels. The
drainage strategy further allows for future expansion of
attenuation storage capacity if required. The drainage
strategy is therefore considered to be the most vital
element of flood risk management within the proposed
WWTP and, in combination with flood warning and
evacuation measures outlined in the FRA (Application
document ref 5.4.20.1), in effect performs the role of an
operational flood risk management strategy.

Further details on surface water drainage arrangements
during construction and operation are set out in Chapter 2
Project Description of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.2).

4.4.19 In this document the term Sustainable Drainage Systems | Please see response to paragraph 4.4.11 above.
(SuDS) refers to the whole range of sustainable
approaches to surface water drainage management
including where appropriate: ® source control measures
including rainwater recycling and drainage; e infiltration
devices to allow water to soak into the ground that can
include individual soakaways and communal facilities; o
filter strips and swales, which are vegetated features
that hold and drain water downhill mimicking natural
drainage patterns; e filter drains and porous pavements

[N d
v N




Inserted
by the drainage strategy, which will in turn be informed by
continuous monitoring of groundwater levels. The
drainage strategy further allows for future expansion of
attenuation storage capacity if required. The drainage
strategy is therefore considered to be the most vital



Deleted
to allow rainwater and run-off to infiltrate into
permeable material below ground and provide storage
if needed; • basins, ponds and tanks to hold excess
water after rain and allow controlled discharge that
avoids flooding; and • flood routes to carry and direct
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o allow rainwater and run-off to infiltrate into
permeable material below ground and provide storage
if needed; e basins, ponds and tanks to hold excess
water after rain and allow controlled discharge that
avoids flooding; and e flood routes to carry and direct
excess water through developments to minimise the
impact of severe rainfall flooding.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

4.4.20-22

Site layout and surface water drainage systems should
cope with events that exceed the design capacity of the
system, so that excess water can be safely stored on or
conveyed from the site without adverse impacts.

The surface water drainage arrangements for any
project should be such that the volumes and peak flow
rates of surface water leaving the site are no greater
than the rates prior to the proposed project, unless
specific off-site arrangements are made and result in
the same net effect. It may be necessary to provide
surface water storage and infiltration to limit and
reduce both the peak rate of discharge from the site
and the total volume discharged from the site. There
may be circumstances where it is appropriate for
infiltration facilities or attenuation storage to be
provided outside the project site, if necessary through
the use of a planning obligation.

The Drainage Strategy (Application document reference
5.4.20.12) sets out how the drainage design allows for
future expansion of attenuation storage capacity if
required.

Furthermore, all drainage design has been developed to be
based on a 1:100-year storm event with +40% allowance
for climate change.

Drainage features which have been incorporated in the
design of the Proposed Development during construction
and operation include soakaways with rain/surface water
recycling systems, swales/lagoon, seasonal ponds and land
art. These are shown on the Landscape Master Plan
included and described in the Design & Access Statement
(Application document reference 7.6) and the LERMP
(Application document reference 5.4.8.14).

V

PN

[N

V

a




Inserted
to allow rainwater and run-off to infiltrate into
permeable material below ground and provide storage
if needed; • basins, ponds and tanks to hold excess
water after rain and allow controlled discharge that
avoids flooding; and • flood routes to carry and direct



Deleted
The sequential approach should be applied to the layout
and design of the project. More vulnerable uses should
be located on parts of the site at lower probability and
residual risk of flooding. Applicants should seek



Deleted
The Drainage Strategy identifies that the drainage has been
designed in accordance with best practice national SuDS
guidance and policy.
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he sequential approach should be applied to the layout

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

The Drainage Strategy identifies that the drainage has been

and design of the project. More vulnerable uses should

designed in accordance with best practice national SubDS

be located on parts of the site at lower probability and

guidance and policy.

residual risk of flooding. Applicants should seek
opportunities to use open space for multiple purposes
such as amenity, wildlife habitat and flood storage uses.
Opportunities should be taken to lower flood risk by
reducing the built footprint of previously-developed
sites and using SuDS.

essential element in the management of the residual
risk of flooding. Flood warning and evacuation plans
should be in place for those areas at an identified risk of
flooding. The applicant should take advice from the
emergency services when producing an evacuation plan
for the project as part of the FRA. Any emergency
planning documents, flood warning and evacuation

V

a

4.4.23 Essential waste water infrastructure which has to be The proposed WWTP is located in Flood Zone 1 which is at
located in flood risk areas should: ¢ where the lowest risk of flooding. Nonetheless, the Proposed
development is for water treatment works, remain Development has been designed to manage flood risks in
operational when floods occur; ® where the the future and all drainage design has been developed to
development is for sewage treatment works, be be based on a 1:100-year storm event with +40%
designed to be resilient to the effects of flooding (eg allowance for climate change. This allows for the Proposed
adequate measures to control pollution and manage WWTP to remain operational once if at risk of any flooding.
sewage during flooding events are in place).

4.4.24 The receipt of and response to warnings of floods is an The proposed WWTP is located in Flood Zone 1 and safe

refuge will be available on site in a flood event.

Should staff and visitors leave the safe refuge of the
proposed WWTP during a flood event, flooding may have
already occurred in adjacent watercourses such as the
River Cam or Quy Water. If flooding has commenced and
flood depths along roads or public footpaths/bridleways
exceed 25cm, staff and visitors are advised to remain on

[N d
v N




Inserted
The sequential approach should be applied to the layout
and design of the project. More vulnerable uses should
be located on parts of the site at lower probability and
residual risk of flooding. Applicants should seek



Deleted
procedures that are required should be identified in the
FRA.



Inserted
The Drainage Strategy identifies that the drainage has been
designed in accordance with best practice national SuDS
guidance and policy.



Deleted
site, or seek refuge within adjacent Flood Zone areas,
until flood waters recede.
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procedures that are required should be identified in the

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

site, or seek refuge within adjacent Flood Zone 1 areas,

FRA.

until flood waters recede.

The CoCP Part A and B (Application Document Ref 5.4.2.1 &
2) requires that the Principal Contractor(s) consult with the
Environment Agency, Lead Local Flood Authority and any
other relevant risk management authorities (such as the
emergency services) in respect of the flood risks in the
preparation of the Emergency Preparedness Plan for
construction work in areas at risk of flooding.

4.5.3
(Biodiversity
and geological
conservation)

Where the development is subject to EIA the applicant
should ensure that the ES clearly sets out any effects on
internationally, nationally and locally designated sites of
ecological or geological conservation importance, on
protected species, and on habitats and other species
identified as being of principal importance for the
conservation of biodiversity. The applicant should
provide environmental information proportionate to the
infrastructure where EIA is not required. The applicant
should show how the project has taken advantage of
opportunities to conserve and enhance biodiversity and
geological conservation interests.

Chapter 8 Biodiversity of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.8) sets out the Applicant’s assessment of
potential effects of the Proposed Development on
internationally, nationally and locally designated sites of
ecological or geological conservation importance.

This concludes that during operation, the Proposed
Development will have some impact on biodiversity
receptors during construction and operation. These are
detailed in Chapter 8 Biodiversity of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.8). However, once the mitigation
measures required by the CoCP have been implemented,
these impacts are not considered likely to be significant.

4.5.6

As a general principle, and subject to the specific
policies below, development should aim to avoid
significant harm to biodiversity and geological

The Proposed Development has sought to avoid significant
harm to features of biodiversity interest, both during the
consideration of alternatives and during the EIA process.

[N d

[N d
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Inserted
procedures that are required should be identified in the
FRA.



Deleted
conservation interests, including through mitigation and
consideration of reasonable alternatives85 where



Inserted
site, or seek refuge within adjacent Flood Zone 1 areas,
until flood waters recede.



Deleted
The findings and conclusions set out in Chapter 8,
Biodiversity of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.8) demonstrate how where the Proposed
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conservation interests, including through mitigation and

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

The findings and conclusions set out in Chapter 8,

consideration of reasonable alternatives85 where
significant harm cannot be avoided, then appropriate
compensation measures should be sought.

Biodiversity of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.8) demonstrate how where the Proposed
Development may give rise to significant effects, the
mitigation hierarchy has been applied. This identifies that
the Proposed Development has sought to avoid harm in
the first instance, mitigate harm where it cannot be
avoided and compensate harm where it has not been
possible to adequately mitigate or avoid such effects.

Mitigation measures have been incorporated in the design
of the Proposed Development in order to mitigate any
adverse effects on features of biodiversity and geological
importance. These measures have ensured that effects of
the Proposed Development are not significant and include
the following:

- Implementation of early planting and management
to promote landscaping vegetation establishing
quickly and successfully

- Retention of existing treelines and hedgerow lines

- Habitat reinstatements, restoration and creation
measures

- Translocation of rare floral species to suitable
locations

- Compensation bat roost provision

A 4

a



Inserted
conservation interests, including through mitigation and
consideration of reasonable alternatives85 where



Inserted
The findings and conclusions set out in Chapter 8,
Biodiversity of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.8) demonstrate how where the Proposed
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Additionally, the following beneficial effects are identified:
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Additionally, the following beneficial effects are identified:

- reptile species through creation of habitat suitable
for use including hibernacula and refuge areas; and

- habitats within the proposed WWTP through
creation of more diverse grassland, woodland,
scrub and seasonal ponds along with additional
ecological features such as bat and bird boxes and
bee banks. This additional habitat provision will
support the local Nature Recovery Network.

4.5.10

Where a proposed development on land within or
outside a SSSl is likely to have an adverse effect on an
SSSI (either individually or in combination with other
developments), development consent should not
normally be granted. Where an adverse effect on the
site’s notified special interest features is likely, an
exception should only be made where the benefits
(including need) of the development, at this site, clearly
outweigh both the impacts that it is likely to have on the
features of the site that make it of special scientific
interest and any broader impacts on the national
network of SSSls. The decision maker should ensure that
the applicant’s proposals to mitigate the harmful
aspects of the development and, where possible, to
ensure the conservation and enhancement of the site’s

There are no SSSIs within the Order Limits of the Proposed
Development. Chapter 8 Biodiversity (Application
document reference 5.2.8) sets out how the Proposed
Development will not have any adverse effects on a SSSI.

[N d
v N




Inserted
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
Additionally, the following beneficial effects are identified:



Deleted
biodiversity or geological interest, are acceptable.
Where necessary, requirements and/or development
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
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biodiversity or geological interest, are acceptable.

Where necessary, requirements and/or development
consent obligations should be used to ensure these
proposals are delivered.

love evexy) dvop
anglian o

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

4.5.11

Marine Conservation Zones (MCZs) (Marine Protected
Areas in Scotland), introduced under the Marine and
Coastal Access Act 2009, are areas that have been
designated for the purpose of conserving marine flora
or fauna, marine habitats or types of marine habitat or
features of geological or geomorphological interest. The
protected feature or features and the conservation
objectives for the MCZ are stated in the designation
order for the MCZ, which provides statutory protection
for these areas. Measures to restrict damaging activies
will be implemented by the MMO and other relevant
organisations. As a public authority, the decision maker
is bound by the duties in relation to MCZs imposed by
sections 125 and 126 of the Marine and Coastal Access
Act 2009.

The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the
Proposed Development.

4.5.12

Sites of regional and local biodiversity and geological

The Proposed Development incorporates a considerable

interest, which include Regionally Important Geological

body of measures to restore and expand existing habitats

Sites, Local Nature Reserves and Local Sites, have a
fundamental role to play in meeting overall national

and to create new habitats as described in ES Chapter 8

Biodiversity (App Doc Ref 5.2.8) [AS-026]. It has also sought

biodiversity targets; contributing to the quality of life

to minimise the total land take for the development, and

and the well-being of the community; and in supporting

optimising the area around it to integrate the development

research and education. The decision maker should give

into the countryside and best mitigate its impact on the




Inserted
biodiversity or geological interest, are acceptable.
Where necessary, requirements and/or development



Modified
4.5.12 Sites 4.5.13 Ancient woodland is a valuable biodiversity resource
both for its diversity of regional species and local biodiversity and geologicalfor its longevity as
interest, which include Regionally Important Geological
Sites, Local Nature Reserves and Local Sites, have a
fundamental role to play in meeting overall national
biodiversity targets; contributing to the quality of life
and the well-being of the community; and in supporting
research and educationwoodland. Once lost it cannot be recreated. The 
decision maker should givenot grant development consent
for any development that would result in its loss or
deterioration unless the benefits (including need) of the
development, in that location, outweigh the loss of the
woodland habitat. Aged or ‘veteran’ trees found outside
ancient woodland are also particularly valuable for



Modified
The Proposed Development incorporates a considerable
body will not impact any pockets of measures to restore 
ancient woodland and expand existing habitats
and to create new habitats as described in ES Chapter 8
Biodiversity (App Doc Ref Application
document reference 5.2.8) [AS-026]. It has also soughtsets out how there are no
to minimise records of ancient woodland within the total land take for the development, and
optimising the area around it to integrate the development
into the countryside and best mitigate its impact on scope of the
biodiversity assessment.
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due consideration to such regional or local designations.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

landscape and Green Belt. This is addressed in more detail

However, given the need for new infrastructure, these

in the response to ExQ1 5.51.

designations should not be used in themselves to refuse
development consent.

4.5.13 Ancient woodland is a valuable biodiversity resource The Proposed Development will not impact any pockets of
both for its diversity of species and for its longevity as ancient woodland and Chapter 8 Biodiversity (Application
woodland. Once lost it cannot be recreated. The document reference 5.2.8) sets out how there are no
decision maker should not grant development consent records of ancient woodland within the scope of the
for any development that would result in its loss or biodiversity assessment. Regarding veteran trees, there are
deterioration unless the benefits (including need) of the | two within the Order Limits they will not be impacted by
development, in that location, outweigh the loss of the the Proposed Development as the pipeline trench avoids
woodland habitat. Aged or ‘veteran’ trees found outside | the trees. Details are set out in the response to ExQ1 5.51
ancient woodland are also particularly valuable for and Figure 8.3 in the updated version of ES Book of Figures
biodiversity and their loss should be avoided. Where Biodiversity (App Doc Ref 5.3.8) [AS-050].
such trees would be affected by development
proposals, the applicant should set out proposals for
their conservation or, where their loss is unavoidable,
the reasons why.

4.5.14 Development proposals provide many opportunities for | The Proposed Development has built-in beneficial

building-in beneficial biodiversity or geological features

biodiversity features as part of its design. Examples of

as part of good design. When considering applications,

these include the provision of bee banks, deadwood and

the decision maker should consider the extent to which

brash piles, reptile hibernacula features, and the creation

the applicant has maximised such opportunities in and

of new grasslands. This is addressed in more detail in

around developments. The decision maker may use
requirements or planning agreements where

response to ExQ1 5.51.
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Waste Water (NPSWW)
due consideration to such regional or local designations.
However, given the need for new infrastructure, these
designations should not be used in themselves to refuse
development consent.
4.5.13 Ancient woodland is a valuable biodiversity resource
both for its diversity of species and for its longevity as
woodland. Once lost it cannot be recreated. The
decision maker should not grant development consent
for any development that would result in its loss or
deterioration unless the benefits (including need) of the
development, in that location, outweigh the loss of the
woodland habitat. Aged or ‘veteran’ trees found outside
ancient woodland are also particularly valuable for
biodiversity and their loss should be avoided. Where
such trees would be affected by development
proposals, the applicant should set out proposals for
their conservation or, where their loss is unavoidable,
the reasons why.
4.5.14 Development proposals provide many opportunities for
building-in beneficial biodiversity or geological features
as part of good design. When considering applications,
the decision maker should consider the extent to which
the applicant has maximised such opportunities in and
around developments. The decision maker may use
requirements or planning agreements where
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
landscape and Green Belt. This is addressed in more detail
in the response to ExQ1 5.51.
The Proposed Development will not impact any pockets of
ancient woodland and Chapter 8 Biodiversity (Application
document reference 5.2.8) sets out how there are no
records of ancient woodland within the scope of the
biodiversity assessment. Regarding veteran trees, there are
two within the Order Limits they will not be impacted by
the Proposed Development as the pipeline trench avoids
the trees. Details are set out in the response to ExQ1 5.51
and Figure 8.3 in the updated version of ES Book of Figures
Biodiversity (App Doc Ref 5.3.8) [AS-050].
The Proposed Development has built-in beneficial
biodiversity features as part of its design. Examples of
these include the provision of bee banks, deadwood and
brash piles, reptile hibernacula features, and the creation
of new grasslands. This is addressed in more detail in
response to ExQ1 5.51.
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appropriate in order to ensure that such beneficial
features are delivered.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

4.5.16 Other species and habitats have been identified as being | The biodiversity assessment reported in Chapter 8,
of principal importance for the conservation of Biodiversity of the ES (Application document reference
biodiversity in England and Wales and thereby requiring | 5.2.8) considers potential impacts on species and habitats
conservation action. The decision maker should ensure | and sets out mitigation measures taken to ensure that
that applicants have taken measures to ensure these species and habitats are protected from any potential
species and habitats are protected from the adverse adverse effects of the Proposed Development.
effects of development. Where appropriate,
requirements or planning agreements may be used in With mitigation, no significant adverse effects are
order to deliver this protection. The decision maker identified in respect of the Proposed Development.
should refuse consent where harm to the habitats or
species and their habitats would result unless the
benefits (including need) of the development clearly
outweigh that harm.

4.5.17 The applicant should include appropriate mitigation The Code of Construction Practice (Application document

measures as an integral part of the proposed
development. In particular, the applicant should
demonstrate that: ® during construction, they will seek
to ensure that activities will be confined to the
minimum areas required for the works; ¢ during
construction and operation, best practice will be
followed to ensure that risk of disturbance or damage to
species or habitats is minimised, including as a
consequence of transport access arrangements;
habitats will, where practicable, be restored after

reference 5.2.4.1 and 5.2.4.2) sets out mitigation measures
proposed during the construction period of the Proposed
Development. A range of landscaping, ecological, drainage
measures have been embedded into the design of the
Proposed Development to mitigate, compensate and
enhance habitats and features of biodiversity value and
importance. Details are set out in Chapter 8 Biodiversity
(Application document reference 5.2.8), Chapter 2 Project
Description (Application document reference 5.2.2), the
Code of Construction Practice (Application document




Deleted
biodiversity and their loss should be avoided. Where
such trees would be affected by development
proposals, the applicant should set out proposals for
their conservation or, where their loss is unavoidable,
the reasons why.



Inserted
appropriate in order to ensure that such beneficial
features are delivered.



Inserted
species or habitats is minimised, including as a
consequence of transport access arrangements; •
habitats will, where practicable, be restored after



Inserted
(Application document reference 5.2.8), Chapter 2 Project
Description (Application document reference 5.2.2), the
Code of Construction Practice (Application document
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construction works have finished; and e opportunities reference 5.2.4.1 and 5.2.4.2) and in response to ExQ1
will be taken to enhance existing habitats and, where 5.51.

practicable, to create new habitats of value within the
site landscaping proposals.

4.6.6 (Coastal Where relevant, applicants should undertake coastal The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant

Change) geomorphological and sediment transfer modelling to marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
predict and understand impacts and help identify amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
relevant mitigating or compensatory measures. 2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the

Proposed Development.

4.6.7 The ES (see Section A) should include an assessment of | The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
the effects on the coast, distinguishing between the marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
construction, operation and decommissioning project amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
stages as appropriate. In particular, applicants should 2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the

assess: ® the impact of the proposed project on coastal | Proposed Development.
processes and geomorphology, including by taking
account of potential impacts from climate change. If the
development will have an impact on coastal processes
the applicant must demonstrate how the impacts will be
managed to minimise adverse impacts on other parts of
the coast; » the implications of the proposed project on
strategies for managing the coast as set out in Shoreline
Management Plans, any relevant Marine Plans, River
Basin Management Plans and capital programmes for
maintaining flood and coastal defences; ¢ the effects of
the proposed project on marine ecology, biodiversity
and protected sites; ® the effects of the proposed




Deleted
species or habitats is minimised, including as a
consequence of transport access arrangements; •
habitats will, where practicable, be restored after



Inserted
maintaining flood and coastal defences; • the effects of
the proposed project on marine ecology, biodiversity
and protected sites; • the effects of the proposed



Modified
(Application document reference 5.2.8), Chapter 2 Project
Description (Application document reference 5.2.2) and
the Code of Construction Practice (Application document
reference 5.2.4.1 and 5.2.4.2) and in response to ExQ1
5.51.
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project on maintaining coastal recreation sites and
features; and e the vulnerability of the proposed
development to coastal change, taking account of
climate change, during the project’s operational life and
any decommissioning period.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

4.6.8 For any projects involving dredging or disposal into the | The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
sea, the applicant should consult the Marine marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
Management Organisation (MMO) at an early stage. The | amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
applicant should also consult the MMO on projects 2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the
which could impact on coastal change, since the MMO Proposed Development.
may also be involved in considering other projects
which may have related coastal impacts. The applicant
should examine the broader context of coastal
protection around the proposed site, and the influence
in both directions, i.e. coast on site, and site on coast.

4.6.9 The applicant should be particularly careful to identify The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
any effects of physical changes on the integrity and marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
special features of Marine Conservation Zones, amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
candidate marine Special Areas of Conservation (SACs), | 2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the
coastal SACs and candidate coastal SACs, coastal Special | Proposed Development.

Protection Areas (SPAs) and potential coastal SPAs,
Ramsar sites, Sites of Community Importance (SCls) and
potential SCls and Sites of Special Scientific Interest.
4.6.10-4.6.13 The decision maker should be satisfied that the The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant

proposed development will be resilient to coastal
erosion and deposition, taking account of climate

marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act




Deleted
maintaining flood and coastal defences; • the effects of
the proposed project on marine ecology, biodiversity
and protected sites; • the effects of the proposed



Inserted
4.6.10-4.6.13 The decision maker should be satisfied that the
proposed development will be resilient to coastal
erosion and deposition, taking account of climate



Inserted
The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
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change, during the project’s operational life and any

decommissioning period.

The decision maker should not normally consent new
development in areas of dynamic shorelines where the
proposal could inhibit sediment flow or have an adverse
impact on coastal processes at other locations. Impacts
on coastal processes must be managed to minimise
adverse impacts on other parts of the coast. Where such
proposals are brought forward, consent should only be
granted where the decision maker is satisfied that the
benefits (including need) of the development outweigh
the adverse impacts.

The decision maker should ensure that applicants have
restoration plans for areas of foreshore disturbed by
direct works and will undertake pre- and post-
construction coastal monitoring arrangements with
defined triggers for intervention and restoration.

In addition to this NPS the decision maker must have
regard to the appropriate marine policy documents, as
provided for in the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009.
The decision maker may also have regard to any
relevant Shoreline Management Plans. Substantial
weight should be attached to the risks of flooding and
coastal erosion. The applicant must demonstrate that
full account has been taken of the policy on assessment
and mitigation in Section 3.6 of this NPS, taking account

2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the

Proposed Development.




Deleted
4.6.10-4.6.13 The decision maker should be satisfied that the
proposed development will be resilient to coastal
erosion and deposition, taking account of climate



Inserted
coastal erosion. The applicant must demonstrate that
full account has been taken of the policy on assessment
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of the potential effects of climate change on these risks

as discussed above.
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4.6.14 Applicants should propose appropriate mitigation The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
measures to address adverse physical changes to the marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
coast in consultation with the MMO, the Environment amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
Agency, Local Planning Authorities, other statutory 2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the
consultees, Coastal Partnerships and other coastal Proposed Development.
groups, as it considers appropriate. The decision maker
should consider whether the mitigation requirements
put forward by an applicant are acceptable and whether
requirements should be attached to any grant of
development consent in order to secure their delivery.

4.7.2-4.7.4 The applicant should carry out a landscape and visual A landscape and visual impact assessment (LVIA) has been

(Landscape and
Visual Impacts)

assessment and report it in the ES. A number of guides
have been produced to assist in addressing landscape
issues93. The landscape and visual assessment should
include reference to any landscape character
assessment and associated studies, as a means of
assessing landscape impacts relevant to the proposed
project. The applicant’s assessment should also take
account of any relevant policies based on these
assessments in local development documents in
England and local development plans in Wales. 4.7.3
The applicant’s assessment should include the effects

undertaken in respect of the Proposed Development. The
findings and conclusions of this assessment and potential
effects on landscape character and visual amenity are
reported in Chapter 15 Landscape and Visual Amenity of
the ES (Application document reference 5.2.15).

The assessment considers landscape character assessments

and associated studies within the scope of the defined
study area. The assessment has considered local and
national guidance to ensure that all relevant
assessments/studies are included in the assessment in
respect of the Proposed Development. As such, the

during construction of the project and the effects of the

assessment takes into account the Greater Cambridge

completed development and its operation on landscape
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assessment should include the visibility and
conspicuousness of the project during construction and
of the presence and operation of the project and
potential impacts on views and visual amenity. This
should include any light pollution effects including on
local amenity and nature conservation.

components and landscape character. 4.7.4 The

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Landscape Character Assessment and relevant local

planning policies.

Chapter 15 Landscape and Visual Amenity of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.15) also includes a
qualitative assessment of the effects of lighting which was
informed by the quantitative Lighting Assessment
(Application document reference 5.4.15.3) having regard to
the proposed Lighting Design Strategy (Application
document reference 5.4.2.5).

4.7.6 Landscape effects depend on the existing character of
the local landscape, its current quality, how highly it is
valued and its capacity to accommodate change. All of
these factors need to be considered in judging the
impact of a project on landscape. Projects need to be
designed carefully, taking account of the potential
impact on the landscape. Having regard to siting,
operational and other relevant constraints, the aim
should be to minimise harm to the landscape, providing
reasonable mitigation where possible and appropriate.

The LVIA methodology set out in Chapter 15 Landscape and
Visual (Application document reference 5.2.15) sets out the
criteria for assessing the landscape value, ability to
accommodate change and sensitivity of the existing
landscape setting of the Proposed Development.

A site selection process was followed to identify the
location of the Proposed Development (as outlined in
Chapter 3: Alternatives (Application document reference
5.2.3)). Preliminary design development focussed on
reducing landscape impacts and ensuring the Proposed
Development could be adequately mitigated. The
landscape masterplan referred to which is contained within




Deleted
The applicant’s assessment should include the effects
during construction of the project and the effects of the
completed development and its operation on landscape



Deleted
respect of the Proposed Development. As such, the
assessment takes into account the Greater Cambridge



Inserted
landscape masterplan referred to which is contained within












Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project
Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW Accordance Table

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

NPSWW
Paragraph
Number

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

the LERMP (Application document reference 5.4.22)
illustrates the proposed landscape mitigation.

4.7.7

National Parks, the Broads and Areas of Outstanding
Natural Beauty (AONB), have been confirmed by the
Government as having the highest status of protection
in relation to landscape and scenic beauty. Each of these
designated areas has specific statutory purposes which
help ensure their continued protection and which the
decision maker has a statutory duty to have regard to in
its decisions94. The conservation of the natural beauty
of the landscape and countryside should be given
substantial weight by the decision maker in deciding on
applications for development consent in these areas.

The Scheme is not located in an Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty or a National Park therefore this policy is
not applicable in respect of the Proposed Development.

4.7.8

Nevertheless, the decision maker may grant
development consent in these areas in exceptional
circumstances. The development should be
demonstrated to be in the public interest and
consideration of such applications should include an
assessment of: (i) the need for the development,
including in terms of any national considerations95, and
the impact of consenting, or not consenting it, upon the
local economy; (ii) the cost of, and scope for, developing
elsewhere outside the designated area, or meeting the
need for it in some other way96; and (iii) Any
detrimental effect on the environment, the landscape

The Scheme is not located in an Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty or a National Park therefore this policy is
not applicable in respect of the Proposed Development.
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and recreational opportunities, and the extent to which

that could be moderated.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

4.7.9 Where consent is given in these areas, the decision The Scheme is not located in an Area of Outstanding
maker should make sure that the applicant has ensured | Natural Beauty or a National Park therefore this policy is
that the project will be carried out to high not applicable in respect of the Proposed Development.
environmental standards, and, where necessary should
consider the application of appropriate requirements to
ensure these standards are delivered.

4.7.10-4.7.11 The duty to have regard to the purposes of nationally The Scheme is not located in an Area of Outstanding
designated areas also applies when considering Natural Beauty or a National Park, nor will it impact upon
applications for projects outside the boundaries of these | such nationally designated areas as confirmed by the LVIA
areas which may have impacts within them. The aim contained in Chapter 15 Landscape and Visual (Application
should be to avoid compromising the purposes of document reference 5.2.15), therefore this policy is not
designation and such projects should be designed applicable in respect of the Proposed Development.
sensitively given the various siting, operational, and
other relevant constraints. This should include projects
in England which may have impacts on National Scenic
Areas in Scotland.

The fact that a proposed project will be visible from
within a designated area should not in itself be a reason
for refusing consent.
4.7.12-4.7.15 Outside nationally designated areas, there are local Chapter 3 in the of the ES (App. Doc. Ref. 5.2.3) sets out

landscapes that may be highly valued locally and
protected by local designation. Where a local
development document in England or a local
development plan in Wales has policies based on

the site selection process to identify the location of the
Proposed Development and its suitability. Particular

attention has been given to the design of the Proposed
Development — it has been meticulously developed as a
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landscape character assessment, these should be paid

particular attention. However, local landscape
designations should not be used in themselves as
reasons to refuse consent, as this may unduly restrict
acceptable development.

The decision maker should consider whether the project
has been designed carefully, taking account of
environmental effects on the landscape and siting,
operational and other relevant constraints, to minimise
harm to the landscape, including by reasonable
mitigation.

The decision maker will have to judge whether the
visual effects on sensitive receptors, such as local
residents, and other receptors, such as visitors to the
local area, outweigh the benefits of the development.
Coastal areas are particularly vulnerable to visual
intrusion because of the potential high visibility of
development on the foreshore, on the skyline and
affecting views along stretches of undeveloped coast.

It may be helpful for applicants to draw attention, in the
supporting evidence to their applications, to any
examples of existing permitted infrastructure they are
aware of with a similar magnitude of impact on sensitive
receptors. This may assist the decision maker in judging
the weight it should give to the assessed visual impacts
of the proposed development.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

landscape and visually-led scheme to minimise the scale of

the project. The development of the design was informed
by the Greater Cambridge Landscape Character
Assessment (Greater Cambridge Partnership, 2021) and
will help mitigate any landscape and visual effects whilst
taking into account the minimum functional requirements
to ensure the effective operation of the Proposed
Development. Particular attention has been given to
delivering landscape enhancement, visual screening,
ecological habitat creation, recreational opportunities for
local communities, and providing mitigation for potential
environmental impacts, for example, on landscape
character and visual amenity. The Design and Access
Statement (App. Doc. Ref. 7.6) sets out the overarching
design principles of the Proposed Development, which
includes respecting the site’s location and landscape
setting, as well as incorporating good environmental
practice and mitigation, and where possible, enhancement.
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4.7.16-4.6.18

(sic)

Reducing the scale of a project can help to mitigate the

visual and landscape effects of a proposed project.
However, reducing the scale or otherwise amending the
design of development may result in a significant
operational constraint and reduction in function. There
may, however, be exceptional circumstances, where
mitigation could have a very significant benefit and
warrant a small reduction in function. In these
circumstances, the decision maker may decide that the
benefits of the mitigation to reduce the landscape
effects outweigh the marginal loss of function.

Within a defined site, adverse landscape and visual
effects may be minimised through appropriate siting of
infrastructure within that site, design including colours
and materials, and landscaping schemes, depending on
the size and type of proposed project. Materials and
designs of buildings should always be given careful
consideration.

Depending on the topography of the surrounding
terrain and areas of population it may be appropriate to
undertake landscaping off site. For example, filling in
gaps in existing tree and hedge lines would mitigate the
impact when viewed from a more distant vista.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

The Design and Access Statement (App. Doc. Ref. 7.6)

explains how the design has evolved to minimise landscape
and visual impacts. For example by shielding the Proposed
Development within a sculpted earth bank in the centre of
the site, and locating the tallest structures as far away as
possible from nearby villages and heritage assets with
consideration of topography and providing new woodland,
trees, hedgerows and meadows around the Proposed
Development. In terms of materials, a natural palette will
be sought to ensure the scheme has a landscape-led
approach to design. Planting is planned outside the site of
the Proposed Development and will be implemented
during the construction period. It comprises new trees to
be planted in gaps in the existing line of trees along the
eastern side of Horningsea Road and the replacement of
failed planting in an existing shelter belt east of Horningsea
Road. A programme of maintenance of the existing
planting in the shelter belt will improve growth rates.

4.8.5 (Land use
including open
space, green

The ES should identify existing and proposed land-uses
near the project, any effects of replacing an existing
development or use of the site with the proposed

Chapter 6 Agricultural Land and Soil Resources of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.6) provides an
assessment of the effects of the Proposed Development on
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infrastructure

and green belt)

project, or preventing a development or use on a
neighbouring site from continuing. Applicants should
also assess any effects of precluding a new development
or use proposed in the development plan.
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agricultural land, which is the primary land use within the

Order Limits.

The Proposed Development will unlock land for housing
development which will help bring forward the wider
planning objectives of the host authorities, arising from
population growth and urbanisation in Cambridge, and in
Waterbeach. Not granting development consent would
preclude a new development opportunity on land where
the existing WWTP is located, which has been long
identified by the host authorities.

4.8.6

Applicants will need to consult the local community on
their proposals to build on open space, sports or
recreational buildings and land. Taking account of the
consultations, applicants should consider providing new
or additional open space, including green infrastructure,
sport or recreation facilities, to substitute for any losses
as a result of their proposal. Applicants should use any
up-to-date local authority assessment or, if there is
none, provide an independent assessment to show
whether the existing open space, sports and
recreational buildings and land is surplus to
requirements.

This project does not propose building on existing open
space, sports or recreational buildings and land. The
Applicant has undertaken public consultation and given
regard to the consultation responses, including considering
the comments raised about the land required for the
Proposed Development.

Notwithstanding, the recreational connectivity has formed
a central part of the design of the Proposed Development.
The Applicant recognises that Cambridgeshire has one of
the lowest levels of natural green space available for public
access in the UK, and therefore has taken the opportunity
to provide new connections to existing PRoW as part of the
design.
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Section 4.8 of this Planning Statement sets out further
details. The design responds to feedback provided by
stakeholders who identified a gap in the PRoW network
and lack of connectivity in the area.

4.8.8

Applicants should seek to minimise impacts on the best
and most versatile agricultural land (defined as land in
grades 1, 2 and 3a of the Agricultural Land
Classification), and preferably use land in areas of
poorer quality (grades 3b, 4 and 5) except where this
would be inconsistent with other sustainability
considerations. Applicants should also identify any
effects and seek to minimise impacts on soil quality
taking into account any mitigation measures proposed.
For developments on previously developed land,
applicants should ensure that they have considered the
risk posed by land contamination.

The Applicant has undertaken an extensive site selection
process in order to identify the preferred site. This is
summarised in the Site Selection Report (NTS) (Application
document reference 7.3).

As such, the proposed WWTP was fixed in terms of general
location, which removed any opportunity to deliver the
Proposed WWTP on land that was not almost entirely
agricultural in nature. Therefore, the use of agricultural
land, 85% of which is grade 2 and grade 3a agricultural land,
deemed best and most versatile (BMV), is unavoidable to
successfully deliver the Proposed Development.
Notwithstanding, the Applicant has made every effort as far
as reasonably practicable to mitigate the effects on BMV
agricultural land. An outline Soil Management Plan
(Application document reference 5.4.6.3) will govern the
reinstatement of land required for construction purposes,
including agricultural land, to its previous use.

Landscaping mitigation measures outlined in the CoCP
(Application document reference 5.4.2.1) set out proposals
to integrate re-use of all surplus soil resources and measures
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to offset as much as possible the effects of the Proposed

Development. This primarily will take the form of an
earthwork bank, which provides a multi-purpose mitigation
measure, forming part of the landscaping proposals to
screen visual effects of the Proposed Development.

The Applicant has also assessed all land within the Order
Limits for sources of contamination, the details of which are
set out in Chapter 14 Land Quality of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.14). Primary mitigation measures
will ensure that the design of the operational site includes
appropriate bunding of tanks and use of hardstanding to
break any significant pathways for contamination.

countryside apply with equal force in Green Belts but
there is, in addition, a general presumption against
inappropriate development within them. Such
development should not be approved except in very

4.8.9 Applicants should safeguard any mineral resources on The land quality assessment contained in Chapter 14 Land
the proposed site as far as possible, taking into account | Quality of the ES (Application document reference 5.2.14)
the long-term potential of the land use after any future | sets out that two Mineral Safeguarding Areas (MSA) are
decommissioning has taken place. present within the study area related to the River Terrace

Deposits and Chalk. The assessment concludes that there
are no potential significant effects identified as a result of
the Proposed Development.

4.8.10 The general policies controlling development in the As described in the response to paragraph 4.8.8, The

Applicant has undertaken an extensive site selection
process in order to identify the preferred site. This is
summarised in the Site Selection Report (NTS) (Application
document reference 7.3).
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special circumstances. Applicants should therefore
determine whether their proposal, or any part of it, is
within an established Green Belt and, if it is, whether
their proposal may be inappropriate development
within the meaning of Green Belt policy (as set out
below).

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

As such, the proposed WWTP was fixed in terms of general

location, which removed any opportunity to deliver the
Proposed WWTP on land that was not almost entirely
agricultural in nature and incidentally, land within the
Green Belt.

Section 4.8 of this Planning Statement sets out an
assessment of the Proposed Development against the
NPSWW and NPPF policies in relation to development in
the Green Belt.

Chapter 6 of this Planning Statement sets out the overall
assessment of the application proposals and the basis on
which the Secretary of State can conclude that the very
special circumstances needed to justify a grant of
development consent have been demonstrated.

Please refer to these two sections of the Planning
Statement for a full assessment of compliance with the
NPSWW and other relevant national and local planning

policy.

4.8.13

The decision maker should not grant consent for
development on existing open space, sports and
recreational buildings and land unless an assessment
Tsas been undertaken either by the local authority or
I-’"ndependently, which has clearly shown the open space

This project does not propose building on existing open
space, sports or recreational buildings and land. Please
refer to the Applicant’s response to paragraph 4.8.6 above.
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or the buildings and land to be surplus to requirements

or the decision maker determines that the benefits of
the project (including need) outweigh the potential loss
of such facilities, taking into account any positive
proposals made by the applicant to provide new,
improved or compensatory land or facilities. The loss of
playing fields should only be allowed where applicants
can demonstrate that they will be replaced with
facilities of equivalent or better quantity or quality in a
suitable location.

infrastructure projects may comprise ‘inappropriate

4.8.15 Where networks of green infrastructure have been Please see response to paragraph 4.8.6 above.
identified in development plans, they should normally
be protected from development, and, where possible,
strengthened by or integrated within it.

4.8.17 In considering the impact on maintaining coastal The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant
recreation sites and features the decision maker should | marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as
expect applicants to have taken advantage of amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act
opportunities to maintain and enhance access to the 2009) and therefore this policy is not relevant to the
coast. In doing so the decision maker should consider Proposed Development.
the implications for development of the creation of a
continuous signed and managed route around the coast,
as provided for in the Marine and Coastal Access Act
20009.

4.8.18 When located in the Green Belt, waste water Section 4.8 of this Planning Statement sets out an

assessment of the Proposed Development against the
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development’103. Inappropriate development is by

definition harmful to the Green Belt and there is a
presumption against it. The decision maker will need to
assess whether there are very special circumstances to
justify inappropriate development. Very special
circumstances will not exist unless the harm by reason
of inappropriateness, and any other harm, is clearly
outweighed by other considerations. In view of the
presumption against inappropriate development, the
decision maker will attach substantial weight to the
harm to the Green Belt when considering any
application for such development.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

NPSWW and NPPF policies in relation to development in

the Green Belt.

Chapter 6 of this Planning Statement sets out the overall
assessment of the application proposals and stipulates the
Very Special Circumstances for development in the Green
Belt.

Please refer to these two sections of the Planning
Statement for a full assessment of compliance with the
NPSWW and other relevant national and local planning

policy.

4.8.22

Where a proposed development has an impact upon a
Mineral Safeguarding Area (MSA), the decision maker
should ensure that the applicant has put forward
appropriate mitigation measures to safeguard mineral
resources.

Please see response to paragraph 4.8.9 above.

4.8.24

Rights of way, National Trails, and other rights of access
to land (e.g. open access land) are important
recreational facilities e.g. for walkers, cyclists and horse
riders. The decision maker should expect applicants to
take appropriate mitigation measures to address
adverse effects on coastal access, National Trails and
other rights of way. The decision maker should consider
whether the mitigation measures put forward by an
applicant are acceptable and whether requirements in

The Proposed Development will not affect the use of
National Trails or Open Access Land. The Proposed
Development, more specifically the proposed Waterbeach
pipeline route, would cross seven existing PROW; one of
which would not be affected, and it is not proposed to
close any of the other six PROW but instead to provide safe
priority crossings and/or temporary diversions. Safe access
will be maintained.
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respect of these measures might be attached to any
grant of development consent.
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Additionally, the Proposed Development’s paths will be
connected to the wider network of public rights of way,
and a new bridleway will improve access to Quy Fen and
Anglesey Abbey.

Further details are set out in Chapter 2 Project Description
(Application document reference 5.2.2) and the Rights of
Way Plans (Application document reference 4.6).

4.9.4-49.5
(Noise and
Vibration)

Where noise impacts are likely to arise from the
proposed development, the applicant should include
the following in the noise assessment: ¢ a description of
the noise generating aspects of the development
proposal leading to noise impacts, including the
identification of any distinctive tonal, impulsive or low
frequency characteristics of the noise; ¢ identification of
noise sensitive premises and noise sensitive areas that
may be affected; ¢ the characteristics of the existing
noise environment;

¢ a prediction of how the noise environment will change
with the proposed development: —in the shorter term
such as during the construction period; —in the longer
term during the operating life of the infrastructure; and
— at particular times of the day, evening and night as
appropriate; ® an assessment of the effect of predicted
changes in the noise environment on any noise sensitive

The Applicant has undertaken a noise and vibration
assessment which is contained in Chapter 17 Noise and
Vibration of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.17). This assessment identifies the likely effects of the
Proposed Development on noise and vibration receptors. It
includes and considers the following:

- adescription of the noise and vibration sources;

- information regarding identified noise and
vibration sensitive receptors;

- adescription of the characteristics of the existing
ambient noise environment, including the results
of a baseline survey;

- Details of how the Proposed Development will
impact the noise environment, including in relation
to changes in traffic noise levels due to various
factors such as the time of day;
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premises and noise sensitive areas; and ® measures to
be employed in mitigating the effects of noise.

The nature and extent of the noise assessment should
be proportionate to the likely noise impact.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

- An assessment of the noise impact as a result of
construction, operation and decommissioning and
whether these effects are significant; and

- Mitigation measures proposed and an explanation
of how the measures have been incorporated in
the design (for instance the use of noise barriers
where necessary).

The proposed WWTP location and design aims to avoid
significant adverse effects and minimise adverse noise and
vibration impacts.

Additionally, the noise mitigation measures are included at
Chapter 2 Project Description of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.2), Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration
(Application document reference 5.2.17) and the CoCP
(Application Document reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).

4.9.6

The noise impact of ancillary activities associated with
the development, such as increased road and rail traffic
movements, or other forms of transportation, should be
considered.

Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.17) conclude that with the
implementation of mitigation measures during
construction, there will be no significant effects in respect
of the Proposed Development. During operation, there
would also be no significant effects in respect of noise and
vibration.
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4.9.7

Operational noise, with respect to human receptors,
should be assessed using the principles of the relevant
British Standards and other guidance. For the
prediction, assessment and management of
construction noise, reference should be made to any
relevant British Standards and other guidance which
also give examples of mitigation strategies. The
applicant should consult the Environment Agency and
Natural England as necessary and in particular with
regard to assessment of noise on protected species or
other wildlife. The results of any noise surveys and
predictions may inform the ecological assessment. The
seasonality of potentially affected species in nearby
sites may also need to be taken into account.

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Please see response to paragraphs 4.9.4-4.9.5 above.

The assessment contained in Chapter 17 Noise and
Vibration of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.17) considers the following British standards and
guidance:

British Standard (BS) 8233, 2014 ‘Guidance on
sound insulation and noise reduction for buildings’
(British Standards Institution, 2014);

British Standard (BS) 4142:2014+A1:2019 ‘Methods
for rating and assessing industrial and commercial
sound’ (British Standards Institution, 2019);

British Standard (BS) 5228:2009+A1:2014 ‘Code of
practice for noise and vibration control on
construction and open sites — Part 1: Noise’ (British
Standards Institution, 2014);

British Standard (BS) 5228:2009+A1:2014 ‘Code of
practice for noise and vibration control on
construction and open sites — Part 2: Vibration’
(British Standards Institution, 2014);

British Standard (BS) 7385-2 ‘Evaluation and
measurement for vibration in buildings. Guide to
damage levels from ground borne vibration (British
Standards Institution, 1993);
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Further details on the guidance and standards which have

informed the noise and vibration assessment are contained
within Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.17).

The Applicant has engaged with the Environment Agency
throughout the pre-application process on a number of
matters including the noise and vibration assessment.
Details of engagement are included in the Consultation
Report (Application document reference 6.1).

The biodiversity assessment contained within Chapter 8
Biodiversity of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.8) has considered the impacts of noise on sensitive
ecological receptors such as bats. Please refer to this
assessment and conclusions for further details. Noise
control measures are set out in the CoCP (Application
Document reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).

4.9.8

The project should demonstrate good design through
selection of the quietest cost effective plant available;
containment of noise within buildings wherever
possible; optimisation of plant layout to minimise noise
emissions; and, where possible, the use of landscaping,
bunds or noise barriers to reduce noise transmission.

The Proposed Development has been carefully developed
to embed noise and vibration mitigation measures in the
design to avoid and minimise effects on noise and vibration
receptors as far as reasonably practicable, in addition to
the proposed measures set out in the CoCP (Application
document reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2). These embedded
mitigation measures ensure that the Proposed
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NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Project Compliance with the NPSWW
Paragraph Waste Water (NPSWW)

Number

Development complies with the NPSWW and demonstrates
good design through the following ways:

- the use of low noise generating plant and
equipment

- noise reduction measures (e.g. acoustic enclosures
for plant)

- considerate siting and orientation of plant and
equipment to maximise distances and screening
effects

- acoustic attenuation from earthwork bank
integrated into the landscape masterplan

- locating noise sources within buildings where

possible

The Proposed Development will be legally bound by the
DCO to not give rise to worse environmental effects than
presented within the ES, including those relating to
operational noise. The Applicant would consider the
selection of quieter equipment where cost-effective in
addition to meeting other requirements (i.e. safety,
engineering design, etc).

Further details are set out in Chapter 17 Noise and
Vibration of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.17) and the response to ExQ1 18.5.




Deleted
4.9.9 The decision maker should not grant development
consent unless it is satisfied that the proposals will meet
the following aims: • avoid significant adverse impacts
on health and quality of life from noise; • mitigate and
minimise adverse impacts on health and quality of life
from noise; and • where possible, contribute to
improvements to health and quality of life through the
effective management and control of noise.
4.9.13 In certain situations, and only when all other forms of
noise mitigation have been exhausted, the applicant
may consider it appropriate to provide noise mitigation
through improved sound insulation to dwellings, or, in



Inserted
- locating noise sources within buildings where
possible
The Proposed Development will be legally bound by the
DCO to not give rise to worse environmental effects than
presented within the ES, including those relating to
operational noise. The Applicant would consider the
selection of quieter equipment where cost-effective in
addition to meeting other requirements (i.e. safety,
engineering design, etc).



Modified
5.2.17) .
Please see responses to paragraphs 4.9.4-4.9.5 and 4.9.8
above.
Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the response to ExQ1 18.5ES (Application
document reference 5.2.17) concludes that there are no
significant effects arising from the construction or
operation of the Proposed Development.
Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.17) concludes that there are no
significant effects arising from the construction or
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Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

NPSWW
Paragraph
Number

The decision maker should not grant development

consent unless it is satisfied that the proposals will meet
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Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Please see responses to paragraphs 4.9.4-4.9.5 and 4.9.8

above.

the following aims: ® avoid significant adverse impacts
on health and quality of life from noise; ® mitigate and

Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES (Application

minimise adverse impacts on health and quality of life

document reference 5.2.17) concludes that there are no

from noise; and ® where possible, contribute to
improvements to health and quality of life through the

significant effects arising from the construction or
operation of the Proposed Development.

effective management and control of noise.

4.9.13

In certain situations, and only when all other forms of

Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES (Application

noise mitigation have been exhausted, the applicant

document reference 5.2.17) concludes that there are no

may consider it appropriate to provide noise mitigation

significant effects arising from the construction or

through improved sound insulation to dwellings, or, in
extreme cases, through compulsory purchase of
affected properties in order to gain consent for what
might otherwise be unacceptable development.

operation of the Proposed Development, therefore, there
is no requirement to undertake such forms of mitigation.

4.10.7 (Historic
Environment)

As part of the ES the applicant should provide a
description of the significance of the heritage assets
affected by the proposed development and the
contribution of their setting to that significance. The
level of detail should be proportionate to the
importance of the heritage assets and no more than is
sufficient to understand the potential impact of the
proposal on the significance of the heritage asset. As a
minimum the applicant should have consulted the
relevant Historic Environment Record109 and assessed
the heritage assets themselves using expertise where

Chapter 13 Historic Environment of the ES (Application
Document reference 5.2.13) presents the Applicant’s
assessment of the potential effects on the historic
environment as a result of the Proposed Development.

The assessment includes a description of the heritage
value (significance) of all assets within the defined study
area. The use of heritage value versus significance is
included within this assessment and a description of the
methodology used to assess this.

4 A
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Deleted
4.10.7 (Historic
Environment)



Inserted
4.9.9 The decision maker should not grant development
consent unless it is satisfied that the proposals will meet
the following aims: • avoid significant adverse impacts
on health and quality of life from noise; • mitigate and
minimise adverse impacts on health and quality of life
from noise; and • where possible, contribute to
improvements to health and quality of life through the
effective management and control of noise.
4.9.13 In certain situations, and only when all other forms of
noise mitigation have been exhausted, the applicant
may consider it appropriate to provide noise mitigation
through improved sound insulation to dwellings, or, in



Inserted
4.10.7 (Historic
Environment)



Deleted
necessary according to the proposed development’s
impact.
4.10.8 Where a development site includes, or the available
evidence suggests it has the potential to include,
heritage assets with an archaeological interest, the
applicant should carry out appropriate desk-based
assessment and, where such desk based research is
insufficient to properly assess the interest, a field



Inserted
Please see responses to paragraphs 4.9.4-4.9.5 and 4.9.8
above.
Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.17) concludes that there are no
significant effects arising from the construction or
operation of the Proposed Development.
Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.17) concludes that there are no
significant effects arising from the construction or



Deleted
Assets with greater potential to be impacted have been
described and assessed in greater detail. A setting
assessment, to gauge its contribution to the heritage value
of an asset, has also been undertaken for all relevant
assets
Chapter 13 Historic Environment of the ES (Application
Document reference 5.2.13) presents the Applicant’s
assessment of the potential effects on the historic
environment as a result of the Proposed Development.















]
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NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Paragraph Waste Water (NPSWW)
Number

necessary according to the proposed development’s Assets with greater potential to be impacted have been
impact. described and assessed in greater detail. A setting
assessment, to gauge its contribution to the heritage value
of an asset, has also been undertaken for all relevant
assets
4.10.8 Where a development site includes, or the available Chapter 13 Historic Environment of the ES (Application
evidence suggests it has the potential to include, Document reference 5.2.13) presents the Applicant’s
heritage assets with an archaeological interest, the assessment of the potential effects on the historic
applicant should carry out appropriate desk-based environment as a result of the Proposed Development.
assessment and, where such desk based research is
insufficient to properly assess the interest, a field Desk-based research has been undertaken to inform the
evaluation. Where proposed development will affect assessment of effects on the historic environment,
the setting of a heritage asset, representative including the technical appendix, Geophysical and trial
visualisations may be necessary to explain the impact. trenching surveys (Application Document reference
5.4.13.5).
A programme of evaluation, initially including geophysical
survey and trial trenching, was agreed with
Cambridgeshire Historic Environment Team (CHET).
Geophysical surveys were undertaken in March 2021 and
September 2021. Trial trenching was undertaken between
November 2021 and February 2022.
4.10.9 The applicant should ensure that the extent of the Chapter 13 Historic Environment of the ES (Application
impact of the proposed development on the significance | Document reference 5.2.13) presents the Applicant’s
| 4 q

4 A



Inserted
necessary according to the proposed development’s
impact.
4.10.8 Where a development site includes, or the available
evidence suggests it has the potential to include,
heritage assets with an archaeological interest, the
applicant should carry out appropriate desk-based
assessment and, where such desk based research is
insufficient to properly assess the interest, a field



Inserted
Assets with greater potential to be impacted have been
described and assessed in greater detail. A setting
assessment, to gauge its contribution to the heritage value
of an asset, has also been undertaken for all relevant
assets
Chapter 13 Historic Environment of the ES (Application
Document reference 5.2.13) presents the Applicant’s
assessment of the potential effects on the historic
environment as a result of the Proposed Development.



Deleted
of any heritage assets affected can be adequately
understood from the application and supporting
documents
4.10.13 There should be a presumption in favour of the
conservation of designated heritage assets and the
more significant the designated heritage asset, the
greater the presumption in favour of its conservation



Deleted
assessment of the potential effects on the historic
environment as a result of the Proposed Development.
Section 4.10 of this Planning Statement considers the
extent of impact of the Proposed Development on the
significance of the setting of the identified designated
assets within the Order Limits.
In the design of the Proposed Development, the Applicant
has given meticulous consideration to the desirability of
sustaining, and where appropriate, enhancing the
significance of heritage assets and their setting.
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NPSWW
Paragraph

Number

of any heritage assets affected can be adequately

understood from the application and supporting
documents

love evexy) dvop
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Project Compliance with the NPSWW

assessment of the potential effects on the historic

environment as a result of the Proposed Development.

Section 4.10 of this Planning Statement considers the

extent of impact of the Proposed Development on the
significance of the setting of the identified designated
assets within the Order Limits.

4.10.13

There should be a presumption in favour of the

conservation of designated heritage assets and the
more significant the designated heritage asset, the
greater the presumption in favour of its conservation

In the design of the Proposed Development, the Applicant
has given meticulous consideration to the desirability of
sustaining, and where appropriate, enhancing the
significance of heritage assets and their setting.

should be. Once lost, heritage assets cannot be replaced
and their loss has a cultural, environmental, economic
and social impact. Significance can be harmed or lost
through alteration or destruction of the heritage asset
or development within its setting. Loss affecting any
designated heritage asset should require clear and
convincing justification. Substantial harm to or loss of a
grade Il listed building, park or garden should be
exceptional. Substantial harm to or loss of designated
assets of the highest significance, including Scheduled
Monuments, registered battlefields, grade | and II*
listed buildings, grade | and II* registered parks and
gardens, and World Heritage Sites, should be wholly
exceptional.

Section 4.10 of this Planning Statement considers the
extent of impact of the Proposed Development on the
significance of the setting of the identified designated
assets within the Order Limits. It provides a full assessment
of the Proposed Development’s compliance with the
NPSWW.

The planning balance in respect of the Proposed
Development’s impact on the historic environment set out
in section 4.10 of this Planning Statement concludes that the
Proposed Development will not cause ‘substantial harm’ to
any heritage asset as it is not physically impacting an asset
itself or causing ‘total loss’ of any asset. In the case of a
change to the setting of a heritage asset, the impact of the

[N d
v N




Inserted
of any heritage assets affected can be adequately
understood from the application and supporting
documents
4.10.13 There should be a presumption in favour of the
conservation of designated heritage assets and the
more significant the designated heritage asset, the
greater the presumption in favour of its conservation



Inserted
assessment of the potential effects on the historic
environment as a result of the Proposed Development.
Section 4.10 of this Planning Statement considers the
extent of impact of the Proposed Development on the
significance of the setting of the identified designated
assets within the Order Limits.
In the design of the Proposed Development, the Applicant
has given meticulous consideration to the desirability of
sustaining, and where appropriate, enhancing the
significance of heritage assets and their setting.



Deleted
Proposed Development equates to ‘less than substantial
harm’.
It is therefore considered that the Proposed Development
accords with the NPSWW paragraph 4.10.14.
4.10.14 Any harmful impact on the significance of a designated
heritage asset should be weighed against the public
benefit of development, recognising that the greater
the harm to the significance of the heritage asset the
greater the justification will be needed for any loss.
The planning balance in respect of the Proposed
Development’s impact on the historic environment set out
in section 4.10 of this Planning Statement concludes that the
Proposed Development will not cause ‘substantial harm’ to
any heritage asset as it is not physically impacting an asset
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Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Proposed Development equates to ‘less than substantial

harm’.

It is therefore considered that the Proposed Development
accords with the NPSWW paragraph 4.10.14.

4.10.14

Any harmful impact on the significance of a designated

The planning balance in respect of the Proposed

heritage asset should be weighed against the public
benefit of development, recognising that the greater

Development’s impact on the historic environment set out
in section 4.10 of this Planning Statement concludes that

the harm to the significance of the heritage asset the

the Proposed Development will not cause ‘substantial

greater the justification will be needed for any loss.
Where the application will lead to substantial harm to or
total loss of significance of a designated heritage asset
the decision maker should refuse consent unless it can
be demonstrated that the substantial harm to or loss of
significance is necessary in order to deliver substantial
public benefits that outweigh that loss or harm.

harm’ to any heritage asset as it is not physically impacting
an asset itself or causing ‘total loss’ of any asset. In the case
of a change to the setting of a heritage asset, the impact of
the Proposed Development equates to ‘less than
substantial harm’. In particular, there will be less than
substantial harm caused to Baits Bite Lock, Horningsea and
Fen Ditton Conservation Areas, and the Grade |l Listed
Poplar Hall and Grade II* Listed Biggin Abbey. With the
application of the primary, secondary and tertiary
mitigation described in this chapter, it is predicted that the
level of harm on these heritage assets will be at the lower
end of less than substantial harm.

It is therefore considered that the Proposed Development
accords with the NPSWW paragraph 4.10.14.

4 A




Inserted
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
Proposed Development equates to ‘less than substantial
harm’.
It is therefore considered that the Proposed Development
accords with the NPSWW paragraph 4.10.14.
4.10.14 Any harmful impact on the significance of a designated
heritage asset should be weighed against the public
benefit of development, recognising that the greater
the harm to the significance of the heritage asset the
greater the justification will be needed for any loss.



Modified
The planning balance in respect 4.10.18 Applicants should aim to design the proposal to avoid
unnecessary damage but also ensure that any
unavoidable losses are recorded.
4.11.2-4.11.3
(Air Quality
and Emissions)
Where the project is likely to have adverse effects on air
quality the applicant should undertake an assessment of 
Project Compliance with the ProposedNPSWW
Development’s impact on the historic environment set out
in section 4.10 of this Planning Statement concludes that
the Proposed Development will not cause ‘substantial
harm’ to any heritage asset as it is not physically impacting
an asset itself or causing ‘total loss’ of any asset. In the case
of a 
change to the setting of a heritage asset, the impact of
the 
Proposed Development equates to ‘less than
substantial 
harm’. In particular, there will be less than
substantial harm 
caused to Baits Bite Lock, Horningsea and
Fen Ditton 
Conservation Areas, and the Grade II Listed
Poplar Hall and 
Grade II* Listed Biggin Abbey. With the
application of the 
primary, secondary and tertiary
mitigation described in this 
chapter, it is predicted that the
level of harm on these 
heritage assets will be at the lower
end of less than 
substantial harm.



Deleted
Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.3) sets out how the preferred option for the
proposed WWTP takes into account environmental
impacts as part of the site selection process. This includes
taking into consideration the potential impacts on the
historic environment in the extensive site selection
process which informed the selection of the preferred site,
to try to avoid impacting assets as far as reasonably
practicable, taking into consideration other factors which
were taken into account in the site selection process.
A detailed air quality assessment has been undertaken as
part of the EIA, the outcomes of which are reported in
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NPSWW
Paragraph
Number

4.10.18

Applicants should aim to design the proposal to avoid

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application document

unnecessary damage but also ensure that any
unavoidable losses are recorded.

reference 5.2.3) sets out how the preferred option for the
proposed WWTP takes into account environmental impacts
as part of the site selection process. This includes taking
into consideration the potential impacts on the historic
environment in the extensive site selection process which
informed the selection of the preferred site, to try to avoid
impacting assets as far as reasonably practicable, taking
into consideration other factors which were taken into
account in the site selection process.

4.11.2-4.11.3

Where the project is likely to have adverse effects on air

A detailed air quality assessment has been undertaken as

(Air Quality

quality the applicant should undertake an assessment of

part of the EIA, the outcomes of which are reported in

and Emissions)

the impacts of the proposed project as part of the
Environmental Statement (ES).

The ES should describe: ¢ any significant air emissions,
their mitigation and any residual effects distinguishing
between the project stages, and taking account of any
significant emissions from any road traffic generated by
the project; * the predicted absolute emission levels
from the proposed project, after mitigation methods
have been applied; and e existing air quality levels and
the relative change in air quality from existing levels.

Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.7).

A baseline assessment has been undertaken and presented
within Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.7) which provides a summary of
existing air quality conditions. The future year baseline is
also presented to provide predicted future air quality
conditions without the Proposed Development in place.
The Chapter reports the changes in modelled
concentrations in line with relevant guidance.

Air quality impacts have been assessed qualitatively for
construction dust, construction plant and the emergency

[N d
v N




Inserted
4.10.18 Applicants should aim to design the proposal to avoid
unnecessary damage but also ensure that any
unavoidable losses are recorded.
4.11.2-4.11.3
(Air Quality
and Emissions)
Where the project is likely to have adverse effects on air
quality the applicant should undertake an assessment of



Inserted
Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.3) sets out how the preferred option for the
proposed WWTP takes into account environmental impacts
as part of the site selection process. This includes taking
into consideration the potential impacts on the historic
environment in the extensive site selection process which
informed the selection of the preferred site, to try to avoid
impacting assets as far as reasonably practicable, taking
into consideration other factors which were taken into
account in the site selection process.
A detailed air quality assessment has been undertaken as
part of the EIA, the outcomes of which are reported in



Deleted
use of vents, known as ‘Whessoe Valves’ during operation,
and quantitively for on road construction vehicle
movements, on road operational vehicle movements and
operational energy plant.
Both the quantitative and qualitative approaches consider
the maximum design envelope parameters and primary,
secondary and tertiary mitigation measures adopted as
part of the Proposed Development.
No significant effects have been identified; however,
where required, further mitigation measures are
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Paragraph Waste Water (NPSWW)

Number

use of vents, known as ‘Whessoe Valves’ during operation,
and quantitively for on road construction vehicle
movements, on road operational vehicle movements and
operational energy plant.

Both the quantitative and qualitative approaches consider
the maximum design envelope parameters and primary,
secondary and tertiary mitigation measures adopted as
part of the Proposed Development.

No significant effects have been identified; however, where
required, further mitigation measures are presented in
Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.7). In the case of dust, mitigation measures
as recommended within the Institute of Air Quality
Management (IAQM) guidance will be applied and are
included within the CoCP (Application document reference
5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).

4.11.4-4.11.5 The decision maker should generally give air quality Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application document
considerations substantial weight where a project reference 5.2.7) concludes that there will be no significant
would lead to a deterioration in air quality in an area, or | effects in relation to air quality as a result of the Proposed
leads to a new area, where the air quality breaches any | Development during the construction, operation and
national air quality limits. However, air quality decommissioning.

considerations will also be important where substantial | »

[N d
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Inserted
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
use of vents, known as ‘Whessoe Valves’ during operation,
and quantitively for on road construction vehicle
movements, on road operational vehicle movements and
operational energy plant.
Both the quantitative and qualitative approaches consider
the maximum design envelope parameters and primary,
secondary and tertiary mitigation measures adopted as
part of the Proposed Development.
No significant effects have been identified; however, where
required, further mitigation measures are presented in
Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.7). In the case of dust, mitigation measures
as recommended within the Institute of Air Quality
Management (IAQM) guidance will be applied and are
included within the CoCP (Application document reference
5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).



Deleted
changes in air quality are expected, even if this does not
lead to any breaches of any national air quality limits.
In all cases the decision maker must take account of
relevant statutory air quality limits. Where a project is
likely to lead to a breach of such limits applicants should
work with the relevant authorities to secure appropriate
mitigation measures to allow the proposal to proceed.
In the event that a project will lead to non-compliance
with a statutory limit the decision maker should refuse
consent.
4.11.6-4.11.8 The decision maker should consider whether mitigation
measures put forward by the applicant or considered at
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
presented in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.7). In the case of dust, mitigation
measures as recommended within the Institute of Air
Quality Management (IAQM) guidance will be applied and
are included within the CoCP (Application document
reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).



Deleted
It is therefore considered that the Proposed Development
would not lead to any breach in the air quality thresholds
set out in the NPSWW.
A detailed air quality assessment has been undertaken as
part of the EIA, the outcomes of which are reported in
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changes in air quality are expected, even if this does not

It is therefore considered that the Proposed Development

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

lead to any breaches of any national air quality limits.

would not lead to any breach in the air quality thresholds

In all cases the decision maker must take account of
relevant statutory air quality limits. Where a project is
likely to lead to a breach of such limits applicants should
work with the relevant authorities to secure appropriate
mitigation measures to allow the proposal to proceed.
In the event that a project will lead to non-compliance
with a statutory limit the decision maker should refuse
consent.

set out in the NPSWW.

4.11.6-4.11.8

The decision maker should consider whether mitigation

A detailed air quality assessment has been undertaken as

measures put forward by the applicant or considered at

part of the EIA, the outcomes of which are reported in

examination of a project, and which are needed both for
operational and construction emissions, are acceptable.
A construction management plan may help codify
mitigation at this stage.

In doing so the decision maker may refer to the
conditions and advice in the Air Quality Strategy or any
successor to it.

The mitigations identified in the section on transport
impacts will help mitigate the effects of air emissions
from transport.

Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application document
reference 5.2.7).

The assessment has identified that construction effects
would be temporary and proposed mitigation measures
are set out within the CoCP (Application document
reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) and the Construction Traffic
Management Plan (Application document reference
5.4.19.7).

Emissions from vehicle movements generated by
construction activities have been assessed as not
significant.

0




Inserted
changes in air quality are expected, even if this does not
lead to any breaches of any national air quality limits.
In all cases the decision maker must take account of
relevant statutory air quality limits. Where a project is
likely to lead to a breach of such limits applicants should
work with the relevant authorities to secure appropriate
mitigation measures to allow the proposal to proceed.
In the event that a project will lead to non-compliance
with a statutory limit the decision maker should refuse
consent.
4.11.6-4.11.8 The decision maker should consider whether mitigation
measures put forward by the applicant or considered at



Inserted
It is therefore considered that the Proposed Development
would not lead to any breach in the air quality thresholds
set out in the NPSWW.
A detailed air quality assessment has been undertaken as
part of the EIA, the outcomes of which are reported in



Deleted
4.12.4-4.12.6
(Dust, artificial
light, smoke,
steam and
insect
infestation)
The applicant should assess the potential for insect
infestation and emissions of dust, steam, smoke and
artificial light to have a detrimental impact on amenity,
as part of the Environmental Statement.
Operational effects as a result of the Proposed
Development are assessed as not significant. Any
mitigation measures incorporated into the design
proposals are set out in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.7).
An assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed
Development on air quality has been carried out and is
reported in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.7). The air quality assessment
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Operational effects as a result of the Proposed
Development are assessed as not significant. Any
mitigation measures incorporated into the design
proposals are set out in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.7).

4.12.4-4.12.6

The applicant should assess the potential for insect

(Dust, artificial

infestation and emissions of dust, steam, smoke and

An assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed
Development on air quality has been carried out and is

light, smoke,

artificial light to have a detrimental impact on amenity,

reported in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application

steam and
insect

infestation)

as part of the Environmental Statement.

In particular, the assessment provided by the applicant
should describe: e the type, quantity and timing of
emissions; ¢ aspects of the development which may
give rise to emissions; e premises or locations that may
be affected by the emissions; e effects of the emission
on identified premises or locations; and ¢ measures to
be employed in preventing or mitigating the emissions.

The applicant is advised to consult the relevant local
planning authority and, where appropriate, the
Environment Agency (EA) about the scope and
methodology of the assessment.

[N d
v N

document reference 5.2.7). The air quality assessment
considers the likely significant effects on amenity from all
types of emissions in respect of the Proposed
Development.

Chapter 15, Landscape and Visual of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.15) considers artificial light in the
assessment of landscape and visual impacts.

Further, the Applicant has prepared a Statutory Nuisance
Statement (Application document reference 7.13) in
respect of the Proposed Development. It considers the
embedded and essential mitigation measures proposed in
the application in relation to ‘statutory nuisances’ which
include:

Emissions (including air quality and odour)

[N
4 A




Inserted
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
Operational effects as a result of the Proposed
Development are assessed as not significant. Any
mitigation measures incorporated into the design
proposals are set out in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.7).
4.12.4-4.12.6
(Dust, artificial
light, smoke,
steam and
insect
infestation)
The applicant should assess the potential for insect
infestation and emissions of dust, steam, smoke and
artificial light to have a detrimental impact on amenity,
as part of the Environmental Statement.



Deleted
Project Compliance with the NPSWW



Inserted
An assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed
Development on air quality has been carried out and is
reported in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.7). The air quality assessment



Deleted
- Artificial lighting
- Noise
- Insect infestation
The assessment concludes that construction, operation,
use and maintenance of the Proposed Development would
not give rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute
a statutory nuisance as defined by the Environmental
Protection Act 1990.
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- Artificial lighting
- Noise
- Insect infestation

The assessment concludes that construction, operation,
use and maintenance of the Proposed Development would
not give rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute
a statutory nuisance as defined by the Environmental
Protection Act 1990.

Both the Environment Agency and the host authorities
have been consulted throughout the pre-application
process on matters including the scope and methodology
of the ES assessments where appropriate. Details are set
out in the Consultation Report (Application document
reference 6.1) and Chapter 4 Consultation of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.4).

4.12.13 Mitigation measures may include one or more of the The assessment concludes that construction, operation,
following: ¢ engineering: prevention of a specific use and maintenance of the Proposed Development would
emission at the point of generation; control, not give rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute
containment and abatement of emissions if generated; | a statutory nuisance as defined by the Environmental
e lay-out: adequate distance between source and Protection Act 1990.
sensitive receptors; reduced transport or handling of
materials; ® administrative: limiting operating times; Notwithstanding, the mitigation measures in respect of the

restricting activities allowed on the site; implementing Proposed Development in relation to dust, artificial light,
management plans.

[N d
v N




Inserted
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
- Artificial lighting
- Noise
- Insect infestation
The assessment concludes that construction, operation,
use and maintenance of the Proposed Development would
not give rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute
a statutory nuisance as defined by the Environmental
Protection Act 1990.



Deleted
Applicants should consider the need for such a scheme
to reduce any loss to amenity which might arise during
the construction, operation and decommissioning of the
development. A construction management plan may
help codify mitigation at that stage.
Project Compliance with the NPSWW



Modified
Notwithstanding, the mitigation measures in respect of 
the
Proposed Development in relation to dust, artificial 
light,smoke, steam and insect infestation are included
within the following documents:
- Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.3) sets out how the
preferred option for the proposed WWTP takes into
account environmental impacts as part of the site
selection process.
- Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.7) sets out the findings and
conclusions of the air quality assessment which also
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NPSWW Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Paragraph Waste Water (NPSWW)

Number

Applicants should consider the need for such a scheme | smoke, steam and insect infestation are included within

to reduce any loss to amenity which might arise during the following documents:

the construction, operation and decommissioning of the

development. A construction management plan may - Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application

help codify mitigation at that stage. document reference 5.2.3) sets out how the
preferred option for the proposed WWTP takes into
account environmental impacts as part of the site
selection process.

- Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.7) sets out the findings and
conclusions of the air quality assessment which also
provides details of the embedded design, essential
mitigation and enhancement measures proposed to
minimise the effects of the Proposed Development
on air quality.

- Chapter 15, Landscape and Visual of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.15) considers
artificial light in the assessment of landscape and
visual impact and sets out the proposed embedded
design, essential mitigation and enhancement
measures proposed to minimise the effects of the
Proposed Development.

- The CoCP (Application document references 5.4.2.1
and 5.4.2.2) details the mitigation measures that
will be implemented by the Principal Contractor
during the construction of the Proposed

d
4 A




Modified
Applicants 4.13.3 (Traffic
and Transport
Impacts)
If a project is likely to have significant transport
implications, the applicant’s ES should consider include a
transport assessment, using the need for such a schemeNATA/WebTAG
to reduce any loss to amenity which might arise during
the construction, operation and decommissioning of the
development. A construction management plan may
help codify mitigation at that stage.



Inserted
smoke, steam and insect infestation are included within
the following documents:
- Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.3) sets out how the
preferred option for the proposed WWTP takes into
account environmental impacts as part of the site
selection process.
- Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application
document reference 5.2.7) sets out the findings and
conclusions of the air quality assessment which also



Deleted
Development which include measures that are
specifically proposed to manage control and
reduction of dust, artificial light, smoke, steam and
insect infestation. The CoCP also includes several
management plans which assist with ensuring that
good practice is followed in relation to particular
elements of the construction of the Proposed
Development.
The Applicant has included a Transport Assessment as part
of the ES (Application document reference 5.4.19.3). This
forms part of appendices to Chapter 19 Traffic and
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Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

NPSWW
Paragraph
Number

&

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Development which include measures that are
specifically proposed to manage control and
reduction of dust, artificial light, smoke, steam and
insect infestation. The CoCP also includes several
management plans which assist with ensuring that
good practice is followed in relation to particular
elements of the construction of the Proposed
Development.

™4.13.3 (Traffic

If a project is likely to have significant transport

and Transport

implications, the applicant’s ES should include a

Impacts)

transport assessment, using the NATA/WebTAG
methodology stipulated in Department for Transport
guidance, or any successor to such methodology.
Applicants should consult the Highways Agency and/or
the relevant highway authority, as appropriate, on the
assessment and on mitigation measures. The
assessment should distinguish between the
construction, operation and decommissioning project
stages as appropriate.

[N

The Applicant has included a Transport Assessment as part
of the ES (Application document reference 5.4.19.3). This
forms part of appendices to Chapter 19 Traffic and
Transport of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.19). The assessment has been informed by guidance set
out by the Department for Transport and further
information is set out in the documents listed above. The
Transport Assessment follows the Department for
Transport (DfT’s) Transport Assessment Guidance and uses
WebTAG. In response to ExQ1 20.11, an Addendum to the
Transport Assessment will be provided in Deadline 3 of the

|4

Examimatibn which sets out its compliance with the
NPSWW.

The Applicant has undertaken engagement with National
Highways and the Highways team at Cambridgeshire
County Council throughout the pre-application process. A
Transport Assessment (TA) Scoping Report was provided to

[N 4
v N




Inserted
4.13.3 (Traffic
and Transport
Impacts)
If a project is likely to have significant transport
implications, the applicant’s ES should include a
transport assessment, using the NATA/WebTAG



Deleted
4.13.4 Where appropriate, the applicant should prepare a
travel plan including demand management measures to
mitigate transport impacts. The applicant should also
provide details of proposed measures to improve access
by public transport, walking and cycling, to reduce the
need for parking associated with the proposal and to
mitigate transport impacts.
4.13.5 If additional transport infrastructure is proposed,
applicants should discuss with network providers the
possibility of co-funding by Government for any third
party
benefits. Guidance has been issued in England114



Inserted
Development which include measures that are
specifically proposed to manage control and
reduction of dust, artificial light, smoke, steam and
insect infestation. The CoCP also includes several
management plans which assist with ensuring that
good practice is followed in relation to particular
elements of the construction of the Proposed
Development.
The Applicant has included a Transport Assessment as part
of the ES (Application document reference 5.4.19.3). This
forms part of appendices to Chapter 19 Traffic and



Modified
WebTAG. In response to ExQ1 20.11, an Addendum to the
Transport Assessment will be provided in Deadline 3 of the
Examination which sets out its compliance with the
NPSWW.



Deleted
these two consultees to inform the scope of the TA and the
associated methodology through pre-application
discussions.
As the CWWTPR project meets the criteria for requiring a
Transport Assessment, an Operational Workers Travel Plan
has been prepared (Application Document reference
5.4.19.8) and includes demand management measures to
mitigate transport impacts and reduce the need for
parking.
No additional transport infrastructure is proposed which
would require co-funding by Government for any third
party
benefits.
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NPSWW
Paragraph

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

these two consultees to inform the scope of the TA and the
associated methodology through pre-application
E31 discussions.

4.13.4 Where appropriate, the applicant should prepare a As the CWWTPR project meets the criteria for requiring a
travel plan including demand management measures to | Transport Assessment, an Operational Workers Travel Plan
mitigate transport impacts. The applicant should also has been prepared (Application Document reference
provide details of proposed measures to improve access | 5.4.19.8) and includes demand management measures to
by public transport, walking and cycling, to reduce the mitigate transport impacts and reduce the need for
need for parking associated with the proposal and to parking.
mitigate transport impacts.

4.13.5 If additional transport infrastructure is proposed, No additional transport infrastructure is proposed which
applicants should discuss with network providers the would require co-funding by Government for any third-
possibility of co-funding by Government for any third- party benefits.
party benefits. Guidance has been issued in England114
which explains the circumstances where this may be
possible, although the Government cannot guarantee in
advance that funding will be available for any given
uncommitted scheme at any specified time.

4.13.8-4.13.9 Where mitigation is needed, possible demand The effects of the Proposed Development on severance,
management measures must be considered and, if pedestrian delay, driver delay, fear and intimidation,
feasible and operationally reasonable, required, before | accidents and road safety, and hazardous and abnormal
considering requirements for the provision of new loads during construction have been determined to vary
inland transport infrastructure to deal with remaining from neutral to slight and are not significant owing to the
transport impacts. measures secured through the Construction Traffic
The decision maker should have regard to the cost- Management Plan (Application document reference
effectiveness of demand management measures 4 <

[N

V

d
N




Inserted
4.13.4 Where appropriate, the applicant should prepare a
travel plan including demand management measures to
mitigate transport impacts. The applicant should also
provide details of proposed measures to improve access
by public transport, walking and cycling, to reduce the
need for parking associated with the proposal and to
mitigate transport impacts.
4.13.5 If additional transport infrastructure is proposed,
applicants should discuss with network providers the
possibility of co-funding by Government for any third
party
benefits. Guidance has been issued in England114



Deleted
compared to new transport infrastructure, as well as the
aim to secure more sustainable patterns of transport
development when considering mitigation measures.



Inserted
these two consultees to inform the scope of the TA and the
associated methodology through pre-application
discussions.
As the CWWTPR project meets the criteria for requiring a
Transport Assessment, an Operational Workers Travel Plan
has been prepared (Application Document reference
5.4.19.8) and includes demand management measures to
mitigate transport impacts and reduce the need for
parking.
No additional transport infrastructure is proposed which
would require co-funding by Government for any third
party
benefits.



Deleted
5.4.19.7) and CoCP (Application document reference
5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).
These measures are set out to be able to identify if there
are likely to be any cumulative effects and the DCO Order
Limits and plans identify how it would occur and how it
would be dealt with. These mitigation measures would be
expected to combine with the measure required as part of
any other development to manage traffic demand.
Further details in relation to mitigation measures are set
out in Chapter 2 Project Description (Application Document
reference 5.2.2) and Chapter 19 Traffic and Transport
(Application Document reference 5.2.19).
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NPSWW
Paragraph
Number

compared to new transport infrastructure, as well as the

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

5.4.19.7) and CoCP (Application document reference

aim to secure more sustainable patterns of transport

5.4.2.1and 5.4.2.2).

development when considering mitigation measures.

These measures are set out to be able to identify if there
are likely to be any cumulative effects and the DCO Order
Limits and plans identify how it would occur and how it
would be dealt with. These mitigation measures would be
expected to combine with the measure required as part of
any other development to manage traffic demand.

Further details in relation to mitigation measures are set
out in Chapter 2 Project Description (Application Document
reference 5.2.2) and Chapter 19 Traffic and Transport
(Application Document reference 5.2.19).

4.13.10-4.13.11

Water-borne or rail transport is preferred over road
transport at all stages of the project, where cost-
effective. Where there is likely to be substantial HGV
traffic, applicants should look to: e control numbers of
HGV movements to and from the site in a specified
period during its construction and possibly on the
routing of such movements; ¢ make sufficient provision
for HGV parking, either on the site or at dedicated
facilities elsewhere, to avoid ‘overspill’ parking on public
roads, prolonged queuing on approach roads and
uncontrolled on-street HGV parking in normal operating
conditions; and e ensure satisfactory arrangements for

The Construction Traffic Management Plan (Application
document reference 5.4.19.7) and the CoCP (Application
document references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) set out
mitigation measures to manage and control construction
traffic movements to and from the site (including HGVs).

Both water-borne and rail options were considered.
However it was concluded that they would not decrease
the amount of traffic movements required to construct the
Proposed Development as HGVs would still be needed to
transfer the aggregate or materials from the rail siding or
watercourse handling facility in order to drop off the

[N d
v N




Inserted
compared to new transport infrastructure, as well as the
aim to secure more sustainable patterns of transport
development when considering mitigation measures.



Deleted
reasonably foreseeable abnormal disruption, in
consultation with network providers and the
responsible police force.
The decision maker may consider attaching
requirements to any development consent in order to
ensure such arrangements are delivered.



Inserted
5.4.19.7) and CoCP (Application document reference
5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).
These measures are set out to be able to identify if there
are likely to be any cumulative effects and the DCO Order
Limits and plans identify how it would occur and how it
would be dealt with. These mitigation measures would be
expected to combine with the measure required as part of
any other development to manage traffic demand.
Further details in relation to mitigation measures are set
out in Chapter 2 Project Description (Application Document
reference 5.2.2) and Chapter 19 Traffic and Transport
(Application Document reference 5.2.19).



Modified
Both water-borne and rail options were considered.4.14.5 (Waste
However it was concluded Management)
If an applicant suggests that they the costs of meeting any
obligations or requirements would make the proposal
economically unviable this should not decrease
the amount of traffic movements required to construct in itself justify the
Proposed Development as HGVs would still be relaxation by the decision maker of any obligations or
requirements needed to
transfer secure the aggregate or materials from mitigation.
The applicant should set out the rail siding orarrangements that are
watercourse handling facility in order to drop off theproposed for managing any waste produced and
The Applicant has prepared a CoCP (Application document
references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) which includes at section
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NPSWW
Paragraph

Number

Requirement of the National Policy Statement for
Waste Water (NPSWW)

reasonably foreseeable abnormal disruption, in
consultation with network providers and the
responsible police force.

The decision maker may consider attaching
requirements to any development consent in order to
ensure such arrangements are delivered.

If an applicant suggests that the costs of meeting any
obligations or requirements would make the proposal
economically unviable this should not in itself justify the

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

material via the local and strategic road network. This

consideration is addressed in more detail in response to

relaxation by the decision maker of any obligations or
requirements needed to secure the mitigation.

ExQ1 20.33.

4.14.5 (Waste

The applicant should set out the arrangements that are

The Applicant has prepared a CoCP (Application document

Management)

proposed for managing any waste produced and

prepare a Site Waste Management Plan. The
arrangements described and the Management Plan
should include information on the proposed waste
recovery and disposal system for all waste generated by
the development, and an assessment of the impact of
the waste arising from development on the capacity of
waste management facilities to deal with other waste
arising in the area for at least five years of operation.
The applicant should seek to minimise the volume of
waste produced and the volume of waste sent for
disposal unless it can be demonstrated that this is the
best overall environmental outcome. The applicant

references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) which includes at section
6.10 a Waste Management and Resource Use Plan which
requires that materials being imported or removed comply
with all necessary legislative requirements, and that
resource efficiency is maximised throughout the
construction process in line with the principles of the waste
hierarchy.

The Applicant has sought to minimise the volume of waste
produced and the volume of waste sent for disposal and
the design of the Proposed Development has in fact
identified the reuse of more than 90% of the site-won
material during the construction phase of the proposed

[N d
v N

[N 4
v N




Inserted
reasonably foreseeable abnormal disruption, in
consultation with network providers and the
responsible police force.
The decision maker may consider attaching
requirements to any development consent in order to
ensure such arrangements are delivered.
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
material via the local and strategic road network. This
consideration is addressed in more detail in response to
ExQ1 20.33.
4.14.5 (Waste
Management)
If an applicant suggests that the costs of meeting any
obligations or requirements would make the proposal
economically unviable this should not in itself justify the
relaxation by the decision maker of any obligations or
requirements needed to secure the mitigation.
The applicant should set out the arrangements that are
proposed for managing any waste produced and



Deleted
must demonstrate that all waste produced by the
facility will be managed in accordance with the waste
hierarchy and that during construction, excavated soils
and subsoils will, where possible, be re-used on site e.g.
for the balancing of cut and fill.
Project Compliance with the NPSWW



Inserted
The Applicant has prepared a CoCP (Application document
references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) which includes at section



Deleted
WWTP. Additionally, it has been identified that during the
construction of the proposed WWTP, 100% of the site won
materials during the construction of the Waterbeach
transfer pipeline, thus reducing the impact on the
depletion of non-renewable resources.
4.15.2-4.15.3
(Socio
economic)
Where the project is likely to have socio-economic
impacts at local or regional levels, the applicant should
undertake and include in their application an
The CoCP Part A (Application document reference 5.4.2.1)
requires the appointed contractor(s) to prepare a Site
Waste Management Plan (SWMP) to implement
management measures higher up the waste hierarchy.
The Applicant has assessed the likely socio-economic
impacts of the Proposed Development as part of the ES.
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Paragraph Waste Water (NPSWW)

Number
must demonstrate that all waste produced by the WWTP. Additionally, it has been identified that during the
facility will be managed in accordance with the waste construction of the proposed WWTP, 100% of the site won

hierarchy and that during construction, excavated soils materials during the construction of the Waterbeach
and subsoils will, where possible, be re-used on site e.g. | transfer pipeline, thus reducing the impact on the
for the balancing of cut and fill. depletion of non-renewable resources.

The CoCP Part A (Application document reference 5.4.2.1)
requires the appointed contractor(s) to prepare a Site
Waste Management Plan (SWMP) to implement
management measures higher up the waste hierarchy.

4.15.2-4.15.3 Where the project is likely to have socio-economic The Applicant has assessed the likely socio-economic
(Socio- impacts at local or regional levels, the applicant should impacts of the Proposed Development as part of the ES.
economic) undertake and include in their application an
assessment of these impacts during the construction, Chapter 11 Community of the ES (Application Document
operation and decommissioning phases. reference 5.2.11) sets out an assessment of the potential
impacts arising from the Proposed Development on
This assessment could consider the following impacts, population, employment and economic activity, training
however these suggestions are not exhaustive and other | opportunities, private property and housing, businesses,
socio-economic impacts should be assessed if community facilities and open space and recreational

appropriate for the proposed development: ¢ Regional impacts. Chapter 12 Health of the ES (Application Document
and local socio-economic impacts associated with new Reference 5.2.12) assesses the effects of the Proposed
waste water infrastructure may include the creation of | development on human health during construction and
jobs and training opportunities. The application should operation. It concludes that during construction and
have taken into account the location of public rights of operation, the effects would not be significant.

way, including footpaths, bridleways and byways and 4 <
minimised hindrance to them where possible. ® The




Inserted
must demonstrate that all waste produced by the
facility will be managed in accordance with the waste
hierarchy and that during construction, excavated soils
and subsoils will, where possible, be re-used on site e.g.
for the balancing of cut and fill.
Project Compliance with the NPSWW
WWTP. Additionally, it has been identified that during the
construction of the proposed WWTP, 100% of the site won
materials during the construction of the Waterbeach
transfer pipeline, thus reducing the impact on the
depletion of non-renewable resources.
4.15.2-4.15.3
(Socio
economic)
Where the project is likely to have socio-economic
impacts at local or regional levels, the applicant should
undertake and include in their application an



Modified
The CoCP Part A (Application document reference 5.4.2.1)
requires changing influx of workers during the appointed contractor(s) to prepare a Sitedifferent
Waste Management Plan (SWMP) to implementconstruction, operation and decommissioning phases of
management measures higher up the waste hierarchywater infrastructure may alter the demand
for services and facilities in the areas surrounding the
proposed development.
The Applicant has assessed 4.15.4-4.15.5 Applicants should describe the likely existing socio-economic
conditions in the areas surrounding the proposed
development and could also refer to how the
development’s socio-economic impacts correlate with
local planning policies.
Socio-economic impacts may be linked to other impacts,
for example the visual impact of a development is
Project Compliance with the Proposed Development as part of the ES.NPSWW



Deleted
Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application document ref
5.2.3) sets out how the preferred option for the proposed
WWTP took into account a number of contributing factors
including the potential impact on PRoW, cycleways and
bridleways in order to avoid and minimise impacts as far
as reasonably practicable.
The Applicant has prepared an Equalities Impact
Assessment (Application document reference 7.11) in
respect of the Proposed Development which assesses how
different people will be affected by the Proposed
Development.
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changing influx of workers during the different
construction, operation and decommissioning phases of

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application document ref

5.2.3) sets out how the preferred option for the proposed

the waste water infrastructure may alter the demand
for services and facilities in the areas surrounding the
proposed development.

WWTP took into account a number of contributing factors
including the potential impact on PRoW, cycleways and
bridleways in order to avoid and minimise impacts as far
as reasonably practicable.

4.15.4-4.15.5 Applicants should describe the existing socio-economic

The Applicant has prepared an Equalities Impact

conditions in the areas surrounding the proposed
development and could also refer to how the
development’s socio-economic impacts correlate with

Assessment (Application document reference 7.11) in
respect of the Proposed Development which assesses how
different people will be affected by the Proposed

local planning policies.
Socio-economic impacts may be linked to other impacts,

for example the visual impact of a development is
considered in (section 4.7) but may also have an impact
on tourism and local businesses.

Development.

The assessment considers the potential impacts on people
with protected characteristics as a result of changes to
socio-economic factors attributed to the Proposed
Development.

The existing socio-economic conditions in the areas
surrounding the Proposed Development are also set out in
the report. This includes demographic profile of the area,
along with maps to illustrate areas with disproportionate
representation of people with protected characteristics to
inform the impact assessment.

[N 4
v N




Inserted
changing influx of workers during the different
construction, operation and decommissioning phases of
the waste water infrastructure may alter the demand
for services and facilities in the areas surrounding the
proposed development.
4.15.4-4.15.5 Applicants should describe the existing socio-economic
conditions in the areas surrounding the proposed
development and could also refer to how the
development’s socio-economic impacts correlate with
local planning policies.
Socio-economic impacts may be linked to other impacts,
for example the visual impact of a development is



Inserted
Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application document ref
5.2.3) sets out how the preferred option for the proposed
WWTP took into account a number of contributing factors
including the potential impact on PRoW, cycleways and
bridleways in order to avoid and minimise impacts as far
as reasonably practicable.
The Applicant has prepared an Equalities Impact
Assessment (Application document reference 7.11) in
respect of the Proposed Development which assesses how
different people will be affected by the Proposed
Development.



Deleted
The Proposed Development would result in a beneficial
impact on the economy during construction through the
provision of employment opportunities via both new and
existing construction contracts.
The effects of the Proposed Development on community
receptors during operation are slight beneficial, as a result
of the effect of formalising recreational opportunities
provided as part of the Proposed Development (as set out
in the LERMP (Application document reference 5.4.8.14),
and through the provision of the Discovery Centre, which
will provide a unique education experience for users.
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Number

The Proposed Development would result in a beneficial
impact on the economy during construction through the
provision of employment opportunities via both new and
existing construction contracts.

The effects of the Proposed Development on community
receptors during operation are slight beneficial, as a result
of the effect of formalising recreational opportunities
provided as part of the Proposed Development (as set out
in the LERMP (Application document reference 5.4.8.14),
and through the provision of the Discovery Centre, which
will provide a unique education experience for users.

Further details in respect of measures to control any
effects in relation to socio-economic impacts linked to
temporary land use change (agricultural land and soils), air
quality, health, landscape and visual changes, noise, odour,
traffic and transport and water quality are detailed within
Chapter 6: Agricultural Land and Soils (Application
document reference 5.2.6), Chapter 7: Air Quality
(Application document reference 5.2.7), Chapter 12: Health
(Application document reference 5.2.12), Chapter 17:
Noise and Vibration (Application document reference
5.2.17), Chapter 18: Odour (Application document
reference 5.2.18) and Chapter 20: Water Resources
(Application document reference 5.2.20) respectively.

4 A




Deleted
4.15.6-4.15.9 The applicant should undertake and include in their
application an equalities impact assessment for the
construction, operation and decommissioning phases.
This will require an Initial Equalities Impact Assessment
(EqIA) to identify potential adverse, differential or
positive impact on equalities groups, and whether these
are direct or indirect. If significant impacts are identified
at the screening stage, a full Equalities Impact
Assessment should be undertaken.
The applicant should identify which impacts have an
adverse, differential or positive impact on particular
equalities groups.



Inserted
The Proposed Development would result in a beneficial
impact on the economy during construction through the
provision of employment opportunities via both new and
existing construction contracts.
The effects of the Proposed Development on community
receptors during operation are slight beneficial, as a result
of the effect of formalising recreational opportunities
provided as part of the Proposed Development (as set out
in the LERMP (Application document reference 5.4.8.14),
and through the provision of the Discovery Centre, which
will provide a unique education experience for users.



Deleted
Please refer to the Applicant’s response to paragraphs
4.15.4-4.15.5 above.
The EqIA concludes that no adverse equality effects are
expected as a result of the construction phase of the
Proposed Development. During operation, there will be
beneficial equality effects on PRoW as a result of
improvements to the network. There will also be a
beneficial effect on personal safety and security due to
increased CCTV and lighting provision, differentially
benefitting older people, disabled people, ethnic minority
groups, men, women and LGBT groups. Finally, the
inclusion of a discovery centre as part of the operational
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4.15.6-4.15.9

The applicant should undertake and include in their

application an equalities impact assessment for the
construction, operation and decommissioning phases.
This will require an Initial Equalities Impact Assessment

love evexy) dvop
anglian o

Project Compliance with the NPSWW

Please refer to the Applicant’s response to paragraphs
4.15.4-4.15.5 above.

The EqlA concludes that no adverse equality effects are

(EqlA) to identify potential adverse, differential or
positive impact on equalities groups, and whether these

expected as a result of the construction phase of the
Proposed Development. During operation, there will be

are direct or indirect. If significant impacts are identified

beneficial equality effects on PRoW as a result of

at the screening stage, a full Equalities Impact
Assessment should be undertaken.

The applicant should identify which impacts have an

improvements to the network. There will also be a
beneficial effect on personal safety and security due to
increased CCTV and lighting provision, differentially
benefitting older people, disabled people, ethnic minority

adverse, differential or positive impact on particular

groups, men, women and LGBT+ groups. Finally, the

equalities groups.

The applicant should describe the existing demographics
of the area surrounding the development which will
show whether a disproportionate number of a
particular equalities group will be affected by the
generic impacts e.g. air emissions, other emissions,
flood risk, noise, visual impacts, land use etc.

The applicant should describe the equalities impact on
people living, working or owning businesses who may
be displaced as a result of the development. The
applicant should also describe the indirect equalities
impact of a loss of goods or services as a result of
displacement.

inclusion of a discovery centre as part of the operational

design will differentially benefit children and young people
who will have access to a new educational resource.




Inserted
4.15.6-4.15.9 The applicant should undertake and include in their
application an equalities impact assessment for the
construction, operation and decommissioning phases.
This will require an Initial Equalities Impact Assessment
(EqIA) to identify potential adverse, differential or
positive impact on equalities groups, and whether these
are direct or indirect. If significant impacts are identified
at the screening stage, a full Equalities Impact
Assessment should be undertaken.
The applicant should identify which impacts have an
adverse, differential or positive impact on particular
equalities groups.



Inserted
Please refer to the Applicant’s response to paragraphs
4.15.4-4.15.5 above.
The EqIA concludes that no adverse equality effects are
expected as a result of the construction phase of the
Proposed Development. During operation, there will be
beneficial equality effects on PRoW as a result of
improvements to the network. There will also be a
beneficial effect on personal safety and security due to
increased CCTV and lighting provision, differentially
benefitting older people, disabled people, ethnic minority
groups, men, women and LGBT groups. Finally, the
inclusion of a discovery centre as part of the operational
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Comments Change Report

1 Deleted loverevery-drop-anglian-0

2 Modified Version 03440 20 November Revision No—02-September-2023

3 Madified Image is modified by 48

4 Modiified Document title Planning Statement: NPSWW Accordance Table Version No. 0302 Date Approved
16/11/2023 Date 1 st Issued 20/11/2023

5 Inserted 03 16.11.23 - Table updated to reflect Applicants responses to ExQ1
2 GOVENRMENT POLICY ON NEED FOR WASTE WATER INFRASTRUCTURE 2.2.3 The
Government's key policy objectives are:  Climate change mitigation and adaptation — in line with the

6 Inserted objectives of Defra’s mitigation and adaptation plans to help deliver the UK's obligation to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions by 80% by 2050 and work to carbon budgets stemming from the Climate Change
Act 2008, within the context of the EU Emissions Trading System. Also to ensure that climate change
adaptation is adequately included in waste water infrastructure planning.

7 Deleted
Carbon emissions generated from the Proposed Development are unlikely to materially affect compliance

8 Inserted with this objective. More detail has been provided in Environmental Statement Chapter 9: Climate
Resilience (App Doc Ref 5.2.9) [APP-041], Chapter 10: Carbon (App Doc Ref 5.2.10) [APP-042], and in
the response to ExQ1 6.3.

9 Deleted
the likely significant effects of the proposed project on the environment, covering the direct effects and any
indirect, secondary, cumulative, short, medium and long-term, permanent and temporary, positive and

10 \nserted negative effects of the project, and also of the measures envisaged for avoiding or mitigating significant
adverse effects. When considering a proposal, the examining authority and the decision maker should
ensure that likely significant effects at all stages of the project have been adequately assessed, and should
request further information where necessary.

11 Deleted
NPSWW, and Chapter 21 of the ES (Application document reference 5.2.21) assesses the cumulative
impact of the effects resulting from impacts of the Proposed Development acting together with an impact or

1 Inserted impacts associated with other proposed development schemes on a single receptor. An EIA Scoping
Opinion Request was submitted by the Applicant to the Planning Inspectorate (the Inspectorate) on 19 th
October 2021. Subsequently, the Inspectorate published its Scoping Opinion on 29 th November 2021. This
set out its opinion on the methodologies and scope of the

13 Deleted




14

Deleted

15

Inserted

such as employment, equality, community cohesion and well-being.

16

Inserted

by guidance from National Highways' Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB), Public Health
England's Health Impact Assessment in spatial planning —'A guide for local authority public health and
planning teams’, the Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment’'s (IEMA) 'Health in
Environmental Impact Assessment; A Primer for a Proportionate Approach’, South Cambridgeshire

Supplementary Planning Document for Health Impact Assessment (South Cambridgeshire District Council,
2011 and The Mental Wellbeing Impact Assessment: A Toolkit.

17

Inserted

3.2.3-3.2.4 When considering cumulative effects, the ES should provide information on how the effects of
the

18

Deleted

19

Inserted

applicant’s proposal would combine and interact with the effects of other development (including projects

for which consent has been sought or granted, as well as those already in existence). The examining
authority and the decision maker may also have other evidence before it, for example from appraisals of
sustainability of relevant NPSs or development plans, on such effects and potential interactions. Any such

information may assist the decision maker in reaching decisions on proposals and in assessing the

mitigation measures that

20

Inserted

assessment of cumulative effects arising from the Proposed Development. It considers the combined effects

from the assessments set out in Chapter 6-20 of the ES. The assessment considers the effects from impacts
of the Proposed Development acting together with an impact or impacts associated with other Proposed
Development schemes on a single receptor. This can be two similar impacts acting on a single receptor

(such as increases in noise levels as a result of the Proposed Development and another development), or two
different impacts acting

21

Deleted

22

Deleted

23

Inserted

identified. The exception to this is the beneficial multiplier socio-economic effects associated with the

relocation of the existing Cambridge WWTP. Furthermore, the assessment also considers inter-related

effects as a result of the construction and operation of the Proposed Development. It concludes that there
would be no significant inter-related effects during either construction or operation of the Proposed

Development.

24

Deleted




Where this is the case, the applicant should explain in its application which elements of the proposal have

yet to be finalised, and the reasons why this is the case. 3.2.7 Where some details are still to be finalised the

ES should set out, to the best of the applicant's knowledge, what the maximum extent of the proposed

25 Modified
Requirements which are set out in Schedule 2 of the draft DCO. The Applicant recognises the need to

2 Inserted ensure that there is a reasonable degree of flexibility to make minor design changes as the design of the
Proposed Development progresses. The draft DCO provides the limits of deviation, both laterally and
vertically. These limits allow for flexibility

27 Deleted

28 Inserted be in terms of site and plant specifications, and assess, on that basis, the effects which the project could have
to ensure that the impacts of the project as it may be constructed have been properly assessed.
Development, in line with the Inspectorate’'s Advice Note Nine: Rochdale Envelope. This has been used to
inform the technical assessments and therefore the maximum design parameters included within the draft

29 Inserted DCO. This provides confidence that the EIA process robustly considers the likely worst-case impact of the
Proposed Development in respect of the technical assessments set out in Chapters 6- 20 of the ES, whilst
also taking account of the need to

20 Modified The A.pphcant recognises the thatitis-standardfor NSHs-partienlarly-of-thisnature;te-need to ensure that
there is a

31 Deleted

32 Inserted Project Compliance with the NPSWW

33 Modified assessment) 3-4-3-(Alternatives)
provide such information as may reasonably be required to enable the examining authority to conduct
theappfepfh&te—&ssessmeﬂt—?hrs—sheﬁ-}d—me}&de Chapter 5 ETIA Methodology 1—ﬂ-foi=m&t-teﬁ—eﬁ—a-n-y—&ﬁttg&&oﬂ

34 Modified inelude-an-outhine-of the ES (Application document reference 5 2.5) sets out the methodology used in order
to undertake the EIA. This chapter sets out main-alternatives-stadied-by-the parameters for which the ETA
covers in relation to what has been assessed within the scope applicant-and-an-indieation-of the EIA. The
limits ofmainreasens-for-the Projeet-Comphianee-with-the NRSWW

35 Deleted

36 Inserted 3.4.3 (Alternatives)
appropriate assessment. This should include information on any mitigation measures that are proposed to

37 Modified minimise or avoid likely effects. The Environmental Statement (ES) should include an outline of the main
alternatives studied by the applicant and an indication of the main reasons for the applicant's choice, taking
into account the environmental, social and economic effects.

38 Inserted The Proposed Development has undergone an extensive optioneering process to establish the preferred
option to take forward through the DCO application submission.

39 Modified

3.5.1-3.5.2 (Criteria for “good design” for waste water




Modified

Good de51gn is about ensurlng llh&deaswﬂ—nﬁkeﬁeeeme—b&saﬂsﬁed—tha%stew&teﬁnﬁasﬁﬁemfe
b a a 3 H AstEa are-as-attractive,

usable, durable and adaptable places and contributing toémeludmg—takmg sustainable developmentaceeunt

efnataralhazards-such-asfloeding)as-theyeanbe. The expectation Inse-deing;the-deeision-makershould
bes&tl-sfyhttsel-f that good aesthetic the—appheaﬂt—hﬁs—takefﬂﬂto—aeeeaﬂt—beﬂa—aestheﬁes—and ﬁlnctlonal

mdepeﬁdeﬁt—pfe-fessmﬁﬁ—adﬂee—eﬁ—the-des1gn can go together although the nature of much waste water

infrastructure development will often limit the extent to

a4

Deleted

42

Modified

The Design & Access Statement (Application document reference 7.6) describes how the Proposed
Development has been subject to an extensive design development process, which has taken into

consideration regulatory and environmental constraints. It explains how the design of the Proposed
CWWTP has been developed to meet the required functionality of infrastructure development of this nature.
It also describes the aspirational approach taken to the design of the proposed WW TPwhich-exemplifies-the
seheme-as-an-NSH, incorporating novel technologies which help reduce the footprint of the proposed
WWTP to 34ha, about half the size of the existing WWTP. This leaves the remainder of the site for
landscapes areas, environmental mitigation and enhancements to screen the proposed WWTP and, for

recreation, to produce a scheme which is innovative and which promotes a high level of sustainability
within the context of the NPSWW. These design principles and objectives have evolved during the
engagement process and comply with relevant development plan policies. They will be secured by
discharge of Part 2 of Requirement 7 Detailed Design of the dDCO [AS-139].

Deleted

Inserted

Project Compliance with the NPSWW Resources (Application document reference 5.2.20) contains the
proposed mitigation measures in relation to the water environment and a Flood Risk Assessment

(Application document reference 5.4.20.1) has also been undertaken to demonstrate how the design of the

Proposed Development does not have any adverse significant effects in respect of flood risk. The DCO

deliverables set out above provide evidence to the Inspectorate and Secretary of State that the Proposed

Development has been designed so far as reasonably practicable to firstly avoid, and in the second instance,

to minimise any negative effects on the environment and community.

Modified

A Development has
in more deta11 in response the

Deleted




47

Inserted

currently planned landscape character, landform and vegetation. Furthermore, the design and sensitive use

of materials in any associated development such as control rooms and pumping stations will assist in

ensuring that such development contributes to the quality of the area. 3.5.4 Applicants should set out the

main alternatives to the design that they have considered and the reasons why the favoured choice has been

selected, demonstrating

Inserted

and considerations that have informed the design and appearance of the Proposed Development. It provides

details of the design that are proposed to be reserved by the DCO requirements including the design and

external appearance of plant and buildings, materials and landscape planting. Illustrative material is

included in the document to help articulate what may be built, in terms of visual appearance, scale and

massive, noting that the precise details may vary at the point that approval is requested to discharge the

relevant DCO requirements. The Proposed Development has considered the guidance set out in the

NPSWW and the Proposed Development has undergone an extensive optioneering process to establish the
preferred option to take forward through the DCO

49

Deleted

50

Inserted

Project Compliance with the NPSWW optioneering process. This document, sets out Anglian Water's

requirements for a new waste water treatment plant from a technical, process and operational perspective to

inform the site selection process. 3.6.6 (Climate Change Adaptation) New infrastructure will typically be

long-term investments which will need to remain operational over many decades, in the face of a changing

climate. Consequently applicants must consider the impacts of climate change when planning the location,
design,

51

Deleted

52

Inserted

ref 7.6) describes the project objectives, design principles and considerations that have informed the design

and appearance of the Proposed Development. As a principle, the Applicant is committed to delivering a

modern, low carbon waste water treatment plant which forms part of Anglian Water's commitment to reach

net zero carbon emissions by 2030.

53

Deleted

Inserted

3.6.7 Applicants should use the latest set of UK Climate Projections to ensure they have identified
appropriate adaptation measures. Applicants should apply as a minimum, the emissions scenario that the

Independent Committee on Climate Change suggests the world is currently most closely following — and the

55

Deleted




56

Inserted

identified and residual risks take into account mitigations that are embedded into the Proposed
Development, as well as additional future mitigation (such as ongoing maintenance, renewals and upgrades)
that will take place throughout the operational lifetime of the Proposed Development and which will take
climate change into account. The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in Chapter 9 Climate
Resilience (Application document reference 5.2.9) has used the latest UK climate projections (UKCP18) to
inform it, considering RCP8.5 highest emissions scenario for the East of England. It has considered the 50%
value for average climate variables

57

Modified

58

Inserted

consider whether they need to request further information from the applicant.

59

Inserted

life and is therefore expected to continue to operate into the 2090s and beyond. During this time routine

maintenance, renewals and upgrades to equipment and processes are expected. Some of these activities are

included as mitigations to the future impacts of climate change. The Statement of Requirement (Application
Document Reference 7.2) includes requirements for the review of new UK Climate Projections as they
become available during the operation phase and at appropriate occasions such as when renewing the

specifications for equipment renewal or upgrade. Schedule 2 of the draft DCO

60

Modified

ES The-assessmentinrelationto-climateresilieneeset-outin-Chapter 9: Climate Resilience (App Doc Ref
Appheation-document+ef5.2.9) [APP- 041] uses a worst-case climate scenario from has-used-the latesttdi

61

Inserted

maximum credible scenarios — i.e. from the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change or the Environment

Agency) and that necessary action can be taken to ensure the operation of the infrastructure over its
estimated lifetime. 3.6.11-3.6.13 Any adaptation measures should be based on the latest set of UK Climate
Projections, the Government's latest national Climate Change Risk Assessment, when available and in

consultation with the appropriate statutory consultees. Adaptation measures can be required to be
implemented at the time of construction where

62

Inserted

climate set of projection data from the Met Office for the assessment of the impacts of climate change on
the Proposed Development. This worst-case scenario has been applied uniformly to assets and processes of

the Proposed Development, including critical features. The methodology for this is addressed in more detail
in response to ExQ1 6.6 The assessment in relation to climate resilience set out in Chapter 9 Climate
Resilience (Application document ref 5.2.9) has used the latest UK climate projections (UKCP18),
considering RCP8.5 highest emissions scenario for the East of England. It has also been informed by the
findings of the third UK Climate Change Risk Assessment published by the Department for Environment,
Food & Rural Affairs in 2022. The scope of the assessment was agreed with The

63

Deleted




Page Inserted

Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW
Accordance Table NPSWW Paragraph Number Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Waste
Water (NPSWW) Project Compliance with the NPSWW Proposed Development. The flexibility allows for
potential changes within the treatment process of the Proposed WWTP to deal with future influent flow
rates under future heavy rain gall and drought conditions. The flexibility also includes capacity for

adaptation and change within the Proposed Development, allowing the design to be modified in the future to
provide additional climate resilience in response to higher temperatures, changing storm flows or drought
conditions that require additional treatment to meet the Environmental Permit required to secure these

measures. 3.7.5 (Pollution control and other Applicants should consult the Marine Management

Organisation (MMO) on nationally significant projects which would affect, or would be likely to affect, any
A Drainage Strategy (Application Document Reference 5.4.20.12) has also been prepared in respect of the
Proposed Development, which dictates that all surface water drainage design is to be based on a 1:100-year

storm event +40% allowance for climate change. This climate change allowance is in line with Environment

Agency guidance. Further details on adaptation measures are set out in Chapter 9 Climate Resilience of the
ES (Application document ref 5.2.9). The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant marine areas
as defined in the Planning Act 2008 (as amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act

65

Inserted

environmental consenting regimes)

66

Deleted

67

Inserted

applies for an Environmental Permit, the relevant regulator (usually the Environment Agency, but

sometimes the local authority) requires that the application demonstrates that processes are in place to meet

all relevant EP requirements. In considering the impacts of the project as part of their examination, the

examining authority may wish to consider with the regulator any management plans that would be included
in an Environmental Permit application. 3.7.7 Applicants are advised to make early contact with relevant
regulators, including the Environment Agency and the MMO, to discuss their requirements for

68

Deleted

69

Inserted

Applicant in respect of the Proposed Development separately to the DCO. The Applicant has engaged with
the Environment Agency throughout the preparation of the DCO application on a number of matters,

including the requirement of any

70

Deleted

71

Inserted

relevant bodies, such as the MMO, Natural England, Drainage Boards, and water and sewerage undertakers,
to ensure that in the case of potentially polluting developments: the relevant pollution control authority is

satisfied that potential releases can be adequately regulated under the pollution control framework the

effects of existing sources of pollution in and around the site are not such that the cumulative effects of
pollution when the proposed development is added would make that development unacceptable,

72

Deleted

73

Inserted

is the operation of both the existing and the proposed WWTP. The design of the Proposed Development has
been guided by the consultation with relevant bodies to ensure that it is acceptable in terms of adhering to

statutory environmental quality limits, when considering the existing sources of pollution in-combination




74 Modified
in relation to statutory environmental quality limits.

75 Inserted 3.9.1 —3.9.3 (Hazardous substances)
Environment Agency in England and Wales. The same principles apply here as for those set out in the
previous section on Pollution Control and other Environmental Permitting Regimes. All establishments
wishing to hold stocks of certain hazardous substances, above a threshold quantity need hazardous

76 Inserted substances consent. Applicants should consult the HSE at preapplication stage if the project is likely to need
hazardous substances consent. Where hazardous substances consent is applied for, the decision maker will
consider whether to make an order directing that hazardous substances consent shall be deemed to be
granted alongside making an order

7 Deleted
The Applicant will, however, continue to consult with the HSE on its proposed construction, operation and

8 Inserted decommissioning activities. The predicted hazardous substances volumes are below threshold levels and
therefore the Applicant has not been required to consult with the HSE at the pre-application stage of the
project in relation to obtaining a hazardous substances consent in respect of the Proposed Development.

79 Deleted

80 Deleted

81 Deleted
However, the possibility of some adverse effects cannot be discounted. The direct impacts on health may
include increased traffic, air pollution, dust, polluting water (toxicity and disease risks), hazardous waste

& \nserted and substances, noise, and increases in pests. New waste water infrastructure may also have indirect health
impacts, for example if it in some positive or negative way affects access to key public services,
employment, transport or use of open space and water for recreation and physical activity. These impacts
may affect people simultaneously, so the applicant, the examining authority and the decision
considers the potential impacts and the health outcomes resulting from impacts related to matters including

83 Inserted those listed below: - Air quality - Community - Land quality - Landscape and visual amenity - Material
resources and waste - Noise and vibration - Odour - Traffic and transport - Water

84 Deleted




85

Inserted

- Slight adverse effects in relation to changes to how local people feel about their community, in particular

their sense of place and wellbeing. - Slight beneficial effects in relation to changes in access to recreational

areas impacting rates of physical activity and the ability to live active lifestyles within the area included in

the scope of the assessment. Overall, the Proposed Development provides waste water infrastructure

suitable for existing needs and with modifications and investment, will meet any foreseeable future needs.

Further details including mitigation measures proposed are set out in Chapter 12 Health of the ES

86

Deleted

87

Modified

nuisance) 3.12.2- 3.12.3 (Security Considerations)

88

Inserted

have regard to whether any particular nuisance is an inevitable consequence of the development.

Government policy is to ensure that, where possible, proportionate protective security measures are

designed into new infrastructure projects at an early stage in the project development. Where applications

for development consent for infrastructure covered by this NPS relate to potentially ‘critical’ infrastructure,

there may be national security considerations. Project Compliance with the NPSWW (Application
document ref 5.2.12) and in the response to ExQ1 12.1.

89

Inserted

not give rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute a statutory nuisance as defined by the

Environmental Protection Act 1990. No national security implications have been identified for the Proposed

Development, as the Proposed Development is not a water supply installation and is not, therefore, the most

vulnerable infrastructure.. However, the design of the Proposed Development incorporates appropriate

fencing, security and surveillance requirements. The design also includes appropriate information and

communications

90

Deleted

91

Deleted

92

Inserted

technology (ICT) security. This is set out in more detail in the DAS (Application document reference 7.6).
Defra confirmed to the Applicant in an email dated 4 July 2023: “Defra and can confirm - No specific
concerns/comments from a cyber perspective. - No issues from a CNI threshold perspective. - The teams
believe you will know how to approach security set up based on SEMD, PSG and WUKSS documents and
would ask you note that you take a security minded approach when sharing information about the project

and ensure you know who you are sharing information with, know where it is being kept and associated

retention times. - Given the project our team(s) also highlighted that this is an ideal opportunity to design

security in from the onset which is a good thing to be able to "do”.

93

Modified

the Proposed Development;-
t-hefefefe—t-hﬁnest—wﬂnef&b{e—m&&smme- However, the de51gn of the

Modified

technology (ICT) security. Fhis-is-set-outin-more-detai-in the DPAS{(Application-doeumentreferenee76)-

95

Deleted

96

Deleted




97

Inserted

The ES should describe: * the existing quality of waters affected by the proposed project and the impacts of

the proposed project on water quality, noting any relevant existing discharges, proposed new discharges and

proposed changes to discharges; ¢ existing water resources affected by the proposed project and the impacts

of the proposed project on water resources, noting any relevant existing abstraction rates, proposed new
abstraction rates and Project Compliance with the NPSWW

98

Inserted

eroundwater) within the scope of the assessment and identifies any potential effects as a result of the

construction, operation and decommissioning of the Proposed Development. A Water Framework Directive

(WFD) Assessment has been prepared in respect of the Proposed Development and the findings are
contained in the WFD Report (Application Document reference 5.4.20.3). The assessment follows the three-
stage screening/scoping and detailed assessment

99

Deleted

100

Inserted

4.2.4 The applicant should assess the impact of the proposal on existing abstractions that currently benefit
from informal and indirect effluent re-use. The developer should also assess the potential water resources

101

Deleted

102

Inserted

An assessment of cumulative effects for water resources has been completed and is reported in Chapter 21

of the ES (Application document reference 5.2.21). For water resources, there are no residual cumulative
effects. Furthermore, there are no residual inter-related effects for water resources. Chapter 20 Water
Resources of the ES (Application document reference 5.2.20) sets out the Applicant's assessment on the

potential effects of the Proposed Development on the water environment.

103

Deleted

104

Deleted

105

Inserted

4.2.8 The decision maker should be satisfied that a proposal has regard to the River Basin Management
Plans and meets the requirements of the Water Framework Directive (including Article 4.7) and its daughter
directives, including those on priority substances and groundwater. The specific objectives for particular

river basins are set out in River Basin Management Plans. The decision maker should also consider the
interactions of the proposed project with other plans such as Water Resources Management Plans and
Shoreline/Estuary Management Plans. The River Basin Management Plan has been considered in ES
Appendix 20.3 WFD Assessment Report (App Doc Ref 5.4.20.3) [APP-153]. The Stage 1 — WFD screening
identified the following water bodies as requiring further assessment: - Cam (Surface water body; river); -
Cam and Ely Ouse Chalk (Groundwater body); and - Cam and Ely Ouse Woburn Sands (Groundwater
body). As discussed in Section 1.3 of WFD Assessment Report, WFD Regulations 2017 set out a
requirement to establish




Shefel-me;ﬁEs&ﬁfy—Maﬁ&gemeﬁt—Haﬁs—PrOJect Comphance w1th the NPSWW river basm dlstrlcts and for

106 | Modified each district, a river basin management plan (RBMP) which is revised every 6 years. The Environment
Agency advised that Stage -—WHED-sereeningidentified-the 2019 RBMPfeleswingvrater classification data
available on Catchment Data Explorer should be used bedies-as the bascline, requiringfurther-assessment:—
G&m—é&uff-&ee—wa%eﬁbedy—fweﬁ—é&m—and is assessed in Table 3-1 Ely-Ouse-Chalk(Groundwater-bedy);
and Table 4--1Cam-an v 7). The WFD Assessment report
considers operational WFD comphance risks to these water bodles,_as it was agreed with the EA that
temporary impacts could be excluded from the assessment.

107 | Inserted to be finalised, which may bring about changes in the baseline status and objectives for water bodies.

108 Deleted
In terms of Water Resources Management Plans (WRMP), Cambridge Water's draft WRMP and Anglian
Water's draft WRMP are of relevance. They have been published and shared with the Environment Agency

109 | Inserted and Ofwat, and set out how water companies will manage the water supplies in their region to meet current
and future needs (looking ahead 25 years or more). Further details on these WRMPs, their timelines for
onward progression, and solutions to resolving Cambridge’s water issues are provided in the response to
ExQ1 21.58.

110 Deleted

11 | Inserted During operation, there would be impacts resulting from changes in final effluent and stormwater
discharges which could have a significant beneficial effect on water quality in the River Cam.

112 Deleted

113 Deleted
4.3.5-4.3.9 (Odour) All waste water treatment infrastructure projects considered by the examining authority

114 | Inserted will be subject to an appropriate odour impact assessment submitted as part of an Environmental Statement.
The applicant

15 | Inserted These factors should be examined and assessed by means of a thorough and objective source receptor
pathway risk assessment of potential odour impacts.
of this DCO application and sets out mitigation measures for construction impacts. Chapter 18 Odour of the

116 | Inserted ES (Application document reference 5.2.18) sets out the Applicant’s assessment of potential effects in
relation to odour as a result of the Proposed Development being constructed, operated and decommissioned.

117 Deleted
Appendix 18.4 of ES Chapter 18 Preliminary Odour Management Plan (App Doc Ref 5.4.18.4) [AS-106]
sets out that an emergency would involve the complete failure of the majority of the ventilation facilities

118 | Inserted throughout the site. Complete failure would only occur due to complete loss of power to the site and the

concurrent complete loss of backup power from standby generators. The loss of a sludge disposal route is
one such emergency. AWS as a business manages their sludge treatment and sludge




Odour impacts should be assessed using appropriate odour impact standards that reflect whether the odour

119 | Inserted — - - -
source is highly offensive, moderately offensive or less offensive.

120 Deleted
disposal routes from a company wide perspective. As such, more can be read about their validation of

121 | Inserted sludge disposal routes in their latest Business Plan, available on the Anglian Water website. Further detail
on how the Proposed Development has considered odour is provided in the response to ExQ1 19.20.

122 | Inserted » selection of “low odour” process technologies; * containment or enclosure of the most odorous sources on
the site;

123 Deleted

124 Deleted

125 | Inserted risks will be managed, taking climate change into account. The minimum requirements for FRAs are that
they should:

126 Deleted

127 | Inserted practice construction methodology which is captured in the Code of Construction Practice (Application
document reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).

128 Deleted

129 | Inserted « consider the effects of a range of flooding events including extreme events on people, property, the natural
and historic environment and river and coastal processes;

130 Deleted
flows or flood risk elsewhere. It is considered that these elements in Flood Zone 3b are also considered

131 | Inserted appropriate development. Further detail on the site selection process is provided in the response to ExQ1
21.49.

132 Deleted

133 | Inserted by the decision maker to reach a decision on the application once it has been submitted and examined.

134 Deleted
Engagement was taken with particular reference to scoping the methodology and provisions of the FRA and

135 | Inserted details of engagement are set out in the Consultation Report (Application document reference 6.1). The
Consultation
Alongside the NPSWW, other relevant national and local flood risk management strategies that are

136 | Inserted applicable to the site include: - National Planning Policy Framework (2023) - Greater Cambridge Strategic
Flood Risk Assessment (2021)
« in flood risk areas, the project is appropriately flood resilient and resistant, including safe access and

137 | Inserted escape routes where required, and that any residual risk can be safely managed over the lifetime of the

development.




138 Deleted
139 | Inserted - Cambridgeshire Local Flood Risk Management Strategy (2021-2027)
water infrastructure, it should not consent development in Flood Zone 3a unless it is for water treatment
140 | Inserted works which do not need to remain operational during times of flood, or sewage treatment works (if
adequate
141 Deleted
D
142 | Modified development to occur.
above:
Project Compliance with AH-the NPSWW implementation three-elements-of best practice construction
methodology which is captured in the Code of Construction Practicetest-wil-have-te-be-passed (Application
document references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2)ferdevelopment-to-be-consented. Further detail on Ferthe site
selection process is provided inExeeption Test-to-be-passed:a)-tt-must-be-demenstrated-that-the response to
ExQI 21.49. See response to paragraphs 4.4.4 —4.4.5 above. With regards prejeet-provides-wider
143 | Modified sustatnability-benefits-to the Exception Test, the Proposed Development and its embedded mitigation
measures would not increase the eemmunity-that-eutweigh-flood risk of the development, the surrounding
area, or the water courses it discharges into. Many of the sustainability benefits of :b)-the project are
located in the LERMP [AS-066] as well as Chapter 10 Carbon of the ES [APP-042]. A Flood Risk
Assessment has also been provided at ES Appendix 20.1 (Application Document reference 5.4.20.1) [APP-
151].
All the three elements of the test will have to be passed for development to be consented. For the Exception
144 | Inserted Test to be passed: a) it must be demonstrated that the project provides wider sustainability benefits to the
community that outweigh flood risk; b) the project
145 Deleted
by the drainage strategy, which will in turn be informed by continuous monitoring of groundwater levels.
146 | Inserted The drainage strategy further allows for future expansion of attenuation storage capacity if required. The
drainage strategy is therefore considered to be the most vital
147 Deleted
to allow rainwater and run-off to infiltrate into permeable material below ground and provide storage if
148 | Inserted needed; * basins, ponds and tanks to hold excess water after rain and allow controlled discharge that avoids
flooding; and ° flood routes to carry and direct
149 Deleted
150 Deleted
The sequential approach should be applied to the layout and design of the project. More vulnerable uses
151 | Inserted should be located on parts of the site at lower probability and residual risk of flooding. Applicants should
seek
152 | Deleted procedures-that-are vequired should-be-identified-in-the FRA-
153 | Inserted The Drainage Strategy identifies that the drainage has been designed in accordance with best practice




154 Deleted

155 | Inserted procedures that are required should be identified in the FRA

156 Deleted

157 | Inserted site, or seek refuge within adjacent Flood Zone 1 areas, until flood waters recede

158 Deleted

159 | Inserted conservation interests, including through mitigation and consideration of reasonable alternatives85 where

160 | Inserted The findings and conclusions set out in Chapter 8, Biodiversity of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.8) demonstrate how where the Proposed

161 | Deleted Additionaly-the followine benelicial-effects-are-identified:

162 | Inserted Project Compliance with the NPSWW Additionally, the following beneficial effects are identified:

163 Deleted

164 | Inserted biodiversity or geological interest, are acceptable. Where necessary, requirements and/or development
4.5.12 Sites 4-5- versity-of regional
speetes-and local blodlversny and geologlcalfer—ﬁs—leﬂgewt-y—&s interest, which include Regionally
Important Geological Sites, Local Nature Reserves and Local Sites, have a fundamental role to play in
meeting overall national biodiversity targets; contributing to the quality of life and the well-being of the

165 | Modified community; and in supporting research and educationweedland—Oneelostitcannotberecreated. The
dec151on maker should give ﬂet—gf&ﬂt—deve}epmeﬂt—eeﬂseﬂ{
The Proposed Development incorporates a considerable body wilnetimpaet-anypoekets-of measures to
restore anetent-woedland-and expand existing habitats and to create new habitats as described in ES Chapter

166 | Modified 8 Biodiversity (App Doc Ref Application-decumentreferenee-5.2.8) [AS-026]. It has also soughtsets-out

how-there-are-nio to minimise records-of-anetent-woodland-within-the total land take for the development,
and optimising the area around it to integrate the development into the countryside and best mitigate its

impact on seepe-ofthe biediversity-assessment:




Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW
Accordance Table NPSWW Paragraph Number Requirement of the National Policy Statement for Waste
Water (NPSWW) due consideration to such regional or local designations. However, given the need for new

infrastructure, these designations should not be used in themselves to refuse development consent. 4.5.13

Ancient woodland is a valuable biodiversity resource both for its diversity of species and for its longevity as

woodland. Once lost it cannot be recreated. The decision maker should not grant development consent for

any development that would result in its loss or deterioration unless the benefits (including need) of the

development, in that location, outweigh the loss of the woodland habitat. Aged or 'veteran’ trees found

outside ancient woodland are also particularly valuable for biodiversity and their loss should be avoided.

Where such trees would be affected by development proposals, the applicant should set out proposals for

their conservation or, where their loss is unavoidable, the reasons why. 4.5.14 Development proposals

provide many opportunities for building-in beneficial biodiversity or geological features as part of good

167 | Pegelnserted ) . . . ) . .
design. When considering applications, the decision maker should consider the extent to which the applicant
has maximised such opportunities in and around developments. The decision maker may use requirements
or planning agreements where Project Compliance with the NPSWW landscape and Green Belt. This is
addressed in more detail in the response to ExQ1 5.51. The Proposed Development will not impact any
pockets of ancient woodland and Chapter 8 Biodiversity (Application document reference 5.2.8) sets out
how there are no records of ancient woodland within the scope of the biodiversity assessment. Regarding
veteran trees, there are two within the Order Limits they will not be impacted by the Proposed Development
as the pipeline trench avoids the trees. Details are set out in the response to ExQ1 5.51 and Figure 8.3 in the
updated version of ES Book of Figures Biodiversity (App Doc Ref 5.3.8) [AS-050]. The Proposed
Development has built-in beneficial biodiversity features as part of its design. Examples of these include the
provision of bee banks, deadwood and brash piles, reptile hibernacula features, and the creation of new
grasslands. This is addressed in more detail in response to ExQ1 5.51.

168 Deleted

169 | Inserted appropriate in order to ensure that such beneficial features are delivered.

170 | Inserted species or habitats is minimised, including as a consequence of transport access arrangements; * habitats
will, where practicable, be restored after

171 | Inserted (Application document reference 5.2.8), Chapter 2 Project Description (Application document reference
5.2.2), the Code of Construction Practice (Application document

172 Deleted

173 | Inserted maintaining flood and coastal defences; ° the effects of the proposed project on marine ecology, biodiversity
and protected sites; * the effects of the proposed

174 Modified

175 Deleted

176 | Inserted 4.6.10-4.6.13 The decision maker should be satisfied that the proposed development will be resilient to
coastal erosion and deposition, taking account of climate

177 | Inserted The Proposed Development will not affect any relevant marine areas as defined in the Planning Act 2008
(as amended by s. 23 of the Marine and Coastal Access Act

178 Deleted

179 | Inserted coastal erosion. The applicant must demonstrate that full account has been taken of the policy on assessment

and mitigation in Section 3.6 of this NPS, taking account




180 Deleted

181 Deleted

182 | Inserted The applicant's assessment should include the effects during construction of the project and the effects of
the completed development and its operation on landscape

183 | Inserted respect of the Proposed Development. As such, the assessment takes into account the Greater Cambridge

184 Deleted

185 Deleted

186 | Inserted landscape masterplan referred to which is contained within

187 Deleted

188 | Inserted independently, which has clearly shown the open space

189 Deleted

190 Deleted
- locating noise sources within buildings where possible The Proposed Development will be legally bound

191 | Inserted by the DCO to not give rise to worse environmental effects than presented within the ES, including those
relating to operational noise. The Applicant would consider the selection of quieter equipment where cost-
effective in addition to meeting other requirements (i.e. safety, engineering design, etc).

5.2.17) —Please-seeresponsestoparagraphs4-9-4-49-5-and 4:98-above-Chapter -7 Notse-and-Vibrationof
the response to ExQ1 18.5ES(Application-decumentreferenee 5217 -concludesthatthere-are e

192 | Modified sienificant-effects-arising from-the-eon et e Pronosed  Chapter1?

193 | Deleted AR e B e it
4.9.9 The decision maker should not grant development consent unless it is satisfied that the proposals will
meet the following aims: ¢ avoid significant adverse impacts on health and quality of life from noise; ®
mitigate and minimise adverse impacts on health and quality of life from noise; and ¢ where possible,

194 | Inserted contribute to improvements to health and quality of life through the effective management and control of
noise. 4.9.13 In certain situations, and only when all other forms of noise mitigation have been exhausted,
the applicant may consider it appropriate to provide noise mitigation through improved sound insulation to
dwellings, or, in

195 | Inserted 4.10.7 (Historic Environment)

196 Deleted




197

Inserted

Please see responses to paragraphs 4.9.4-4.9.5 and 4.9.8 above. Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES

(Application document reference 5.2.17) concludes that there are no significant effects arising from the
construction or operation of the Proposed Development. Chapter 17 Noise and Vibration of the ES
(Application document reference 5.2.17) concludes that there are no significant effects arising from the
construction or

198

Deleted

199

Inserted

necessary according to the proposed development's impact. 4.10.8 Where a development site includes, or
the available evidence suggests it has the potential to include, heritage assets with an archaeological interest,

the applicant should carry out appropriate desk-based assessment and, where such desk based research is

insufficient to properly assess the interest, a field

200

Inserted

Assets with greater potential to be impacted have been described and assessed in greater detail. A setting

assessment, to gauge its contribution to the heritage value of an asset, has also been undertaken for all
relevant assets Chapter 13 Historic Environment of the ES (Application Document reference 5.2.13)
presents the Applicant’s assessment of the potential effects on the historic environment as a result of the

Proposed Development.

201

Deleted

202

Deleted

203

Inserted

of any heritage assets affected can be adequately understood from the application and supporting documents

4.10.13 There should be a presumption in favour of the conservation of designated heritage assets and the

more significant the designated heritage asset, the greater the presumption in favour of its conservation

204

Inserted

assessment of the potential effects on the historic environment as a result of the Proposed Development.

Section 4.10 of this Planning Statement considers the extent of impact of the Proposed Development on the
significance of the setting of the identified designated assets within the Order Limits. In the design of the
Proposed Development, the Applicant has given meticulous consideration to the desirability of sustaining

and where appropriate, enhancing the significance of heritage assets and their setting.

205

Deleted

206

Inserted

Project Compliance with the NPSWW Proposed Development equates to 'less than substantial harm'. It is
therefore considered that the Proposed Development accords with the NPSWW paragraph 4.10.14. 4.10.14
Any harmful impact on the significance of a designated heritage asset should be weighed against the public
benefit of development, recognising that the greater the harm to the significance of the heritage asset the
greater the justification will be needed for any loss.




207

Modified

assessment-of Prej i ith-the ProposedNPSWW Development's impact on the historic
environment set out in section 4.10 of this Planning Statement concludes that the Proposed Development
will not cause ‘substantial harm' to any heritage asset as it is not physically impacting an asset itself or
causing 'total loss’ of any asset. In the case of a change to the setting of a heritage asset, the impact of

the Proposed Development equates to ‘less than substantial harm'. In particular, there will be less than
substantial harm caused to Baits Bite Lock, Horningsea and Fen Ditton Conservation Areas, and the Grade
I Listed Poplar Hall and Grade I1* Listed Biggin Abbey. With the application of the primary, secondary and
tertiary mitigation described in this chapter, it is predicted that the level of harm on these heritage assets will
be at the lower end of less than substantial harm.

208

Deleted

209

Inserted

4.10.18 Applicants should aim to design the proposal to avoid unnecessary damage but also ensure that any
unavoidable losses are recorded. 4.11.2-4.11.3 (Air Quality and Emissions) Where the project is likely to
have adverse effects on air quality the applicant should undertake an assessment of

210

Inserted

Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application document reference 5.2.3) sets out how the preferred option
for the proposed WWTP takes into account environmental impacts as part of the site selection process. This

includes taking into consideration the potential impacts on the historic environment in the extensive site

selection process which informed the selection of the preferred site, to try to avoid impacting assets as far as
reasonably practicable, taking into consideration other factors which were taken into account in the site
selection process. A detailed air quality assessment has been undertaken as part of the EIA, the outcomes of
which are reported in

211

Deleted

212

Inserted

Project Compliance with the NPSWW use of vents, known as "Whessoe Valves' during operation, and
quantitively for on road construction vehicle movements, on road operational vehicle movements and
operational energy plant. Both the quantitative and qualitative approaches consider the maximum design
envelope parameters and primary, secondary and tertiary mitigation measures adopted as part of the
Proposed Development. No significant effects have been identified; however, where required, further
mitigation measures are presented in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application document reference
5.2.7). In the case of dust, mitigation measures as recommended within the Institute of Air Quality
Management (IAQM) guidance will be applied and are included within the CoCP (Application document
reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2).

213

Deleted




214 Deleted
changes in air quality are expected, even if this does not lead to any breaches of any national air quality
limits. In all cases the decision maker must take account of relevant statutory air quality limits. Where a

215 | Inserted project is likely to lead to a breach of such limits applicants should work with the relevant authorities to
secure appropriate mitigation measures to allow the proposal to proceed. In the event that a project will lead
to non-compliance with a statutory limit the decision maker should refuse consent. 4.11.6-4.11.8 The
decision maker should consider whether mitigation measures put forward by the applicant or considered at
It is therefore considered that the Proposed Development would not lead to any breach in the air quality

216 | Inserted thresholds set out in the NPSWW. A detailed air quality assessment has been undertaken as part of the EIA,
the outcomes of which are reported in

217 Deleted
Project Compliance with the NPSWW Operational effects as a result of the Proposed Development are
assessed as not significant. Any mitigation measures incorporated into the design proposals are set out in

218 | Inserted Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application document reference 5.2.7). 4.12.4-4.12.6 (Dust, artificial light,
smoke, steam and insect infestation) The applicant should assess the potential for insect infestation and
emissions of dust, steam, smoke and artificial light to have a detrimental impact on amenity, as part of the
Environmental Statement.

219 | Deleted PradeerCamplianesdthhe b RO 00
An assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed Development on air quality has been carried out and

220 | Inserted is reported in Chapter 7 Air Quality of the ES (Application document reference 5.2.7). The air quality
assessment

221 Deleted
Project Compliance with the NPSWW - Artificial lighting - Noise - Insect infestation The assessment

222 | Inserted concludes that construction, operation, use and maintenance of the Proposed Development would not give
rise to impacts which would be likely to constitute a statutory nuisance as defined by the Environmental
Protection Act 1990.

223 Deleted

224 Modified
Applicants 4133 (Fraffic-and Transpertimpaets-H-aprojeetistikely to-have significant-transpert

225 | Modified imphieations;-the-appheantsES-should consider inelude-a-transpert-assessment;using-the need for such a

schemeNATAAWebTAG to reduce any loss to amenity which might arise during the construction, operation
and decommissioning of the development. A construction management plan may help codify mitigation at




smoke, steam and insect infestation are included within the following documents: - Chapter 3 Alternatives
of the ES (Application document reference 5.2.3) sets out how the preferred option for the proposed WWTP

226 | Inserted takes into account environmental impacts as part of the site selection process. - Chapter 7 Air Quality of the
ES (Application document reference 5.2.7) sets out the findings and conclusions of the air quality
assessment which also

227 Deleted

228 | Inserted 4.13.3 (Traffic and Transport Impacts) If a project is likely to have significant transport implications, the
applicant’s ES should include a transport assessment, using the NATA/WebTAG

229 Deleted
Development which include measures that are specifically proposed to manage control and reduction of
dust, artificial light, smoke, steam and insect infestation. The CoCP also includes several management plans

230 | Inserted which assist with ensuring that good practice is followed in relation to particular elements of the
construction of the Proposed Development. The Applicant has included a Transport Assessment as part of
the ES (Application document reference 5.4.19.3). This forms part of appendices to Chapter 19 Traffic and

231 | Modified WebTAG. In response to ExQ1 20.11, an Addendum to the Transport Assessment will be provided in
Deadline 3 of the Examination which sets out its compliance with the NPSWW.

232 Deleted
4.13.4 Where appropriate, the applicant should prepare a travel plan including demand management
measures to mitigate transport impacts. The applicant should also provide details of proposed measures to

233 | Inserted improve access by public transport, walking and cycling, to reduce the need for parking associated with the
proposal and to mitigate transport impacts. 4.13.5 If additional transport infrastructure is proposed,
applicants should discuss with network providers the possibility of co-funding by Government for any third
party benefits. Guidance has been issued in Englandl 14

234 Deleted
these two consultees to inform the scope of the TA and the associated methodology through pre-application
discussions. As the CWWTPR project meets the criteria for requiring a Transport Assessment, an

235 | Inserted Operational Workers Travel Plan has been prepared (Application Document reference 5.4.19.8) and includes
demand management measures to mitigate transport impacts and reduce the need for parking. No additional
transport infrastructure is proposed which would require co-funding by Government for any third party
benefits.

236 Deleted




237

Inserted

compared to new transport infrastructure, as well as the aim to secure more sustainable patterns of transport

development when considering mitigation measures.

238

Deleted

239

Inserted

5.4.19.7) and CoCP (Application document reference 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2). These measures are set out to be
able to identify if there are likely to be any cumulative effects and the DCO Order Limits and plans identify
how it would occur and how it would be dealt with. These mitigation measures would be expected to

combine with the measure required as part of any other development to manage traffic demand. Further

details in relation to mitigation measures are set out in Chapter 2 Project Description (Application
Document reference 5.2.2) and Chapter 19 Traffic and Transport (Application Document reference 5.2.19).

240

Modified

Both water-borne and rail options were considered.4-+4-5-(Waste However it was concluded Management)

Han-appheantsuggests-that they the-eests-ef-meeting-any-obligations-orrequirements-would make-the
propesal-economicallyunviable-thissheuldnot decrease the amount of traffic movements required to
construct #-itseljustifi-the Proposed Development as HGVs would still be relaxation-by-the-deeiston
maker-ofany-obligations-errequirements-needed to transfer seeure-the aggregate or materials from
mﬂg&ﬁeﬁ%e—&pphe&m—shetﬂd-set—e&t—the rail 51d1ng oraﬁaﬁgemeﬁ%s—t-h&t—afe watercourse handling facility
1n0rdert0drop0ffthe Managing-any-w The-Appheant-hasprepared-a-CoCPR

241

Inserted

reasonably foreseeable abnormal disruption, in consultation with network providers and the responsible

police force. The decision maker may consider attaching requirements to any development consent in order

to ensure such arrangements are delivered. Project Compliance with the NPSWW material via the local and
strategic road network. This consideration is addressed in more detail in response to ExQ1 20.33. 4.14.5
(Waste Management) If an applicant suggests that the costs of meeting any obligations or requirements

would make the proposal economically unviable this should not in itself justify the relaxation by the

decision maker of any obligations or requirements needed to secure the mitigation. The applicant should set

out the arrangements that are proposed for managing any waste produced and

242

Deleted

243

Inserted

The Applicant has prepared a CoCP (Application document references 5.4.2.1 and 5.4.2.2) which includes

at section

244

Deleted

245

Inserted

must demonstrate that all waste produced by the facility will be managed in accordance with the waste

hierarchy and that during construction, excavated soils and subsoils will, where possible, be re-used on site
e.g. for the balancing of cut and fill. Project Compliance with the NPSWW WWTP. Additionally, it has been
identified that during the construction of the proposed WWTP, 100% of the site won materials during the
construction of the Waterbeach transfer pipeline, thus reducing the impact on the depletion of non-

renewable resources. 4.15.2-4.15.3 (Socio economic) Where the project is likely to have socio-economic
impacts at local or regional levels, the applicant should undertake and include in their application an




246

Modified

The CoCP Part A (Application document reference 5.4.2.1) requires changing-influx-efworkers-during-the
appointed contractor(s) to prepare a Slteelﬁ:fefeﬂ{ Waste Management Plan (SWMP) to

implement management measures hlgher up the
waste hierarchywa .

247

Deleted

248

Inserted

changing influx of workers during the different construction, operation and decommissioning phases of the

waste water infrastructure may alter the demand for services and facilities in the areas surrounding the

proposed development. 4.15.4-4.15.5 Applicants should describe the existing socio-economic conditions in
the areas surrounding the proposed development and could also refer to how the development's socio-
economic impacts correlate with local planning policies. Socio-economic impacts may be linked to other

impacts, for example the visual impact of a development is

249

Inserted

Chapter 3 Alternatives of the ES (Application document ref 5.2.3) sets out how the preferred option for the
proposed WWTP took into account a number of contributing factors including the potential impact on

PRoW, cycleways and bridleways in order to avoid and minimise impacts as far as reasonably practicable.
The Applicant has prepared an Equalities Impact Assessment (Application document reference 7.11) in
respect of the Proposed Development which assesses how different people will be affected by the Proposed

Development.

250

Deleted

251

Deleted

252

Inserted

The Proposed Development would result in a beneficial impact on the economy during construction through
the provision of employment opportunities via both new and existing construction contracts. The effects of

the Proposed Development on community receptors during operation are slight beneficial, as a result of the
effect of formalising recreational opportunities provided as part of the Proposed Development (as set out in
the LERMP (Application document reference 5.4.8.14), and through the provision of the Discovery Centre,
which will provide a unique education experience for users.

253

Deleted




4.15.6-4.15.9 The applicant should undertake and include in their application an equalities impact

assessment for the construction, operation and decommissioning phases. This will require an Initial
Equalities Impact Assessment (EqlA) to identify potential adverse, differential or positive impact on

254 Inserted
equalities groups, and whether these are direct or indirect. If significant impacts are identified at the
screening stage, a full Equalities Impact Assessment should be undertaken. The applicant should identify
which impacts have an adverse, differential or positive impact on particular equalities groups.
Please refer to the Applicant's response to paragraphs 4.15.4-4.15.5 above. The EqIA concludes that no
adverse equality effects are expected as a result of the construction phase of the Proposed Development.

255 | Inserted During operation, there will be beneficial equality effects on PRoW as a result of improvements to the
network. There will also be a beneficial effect on personal safety and security due to increased CCTV and
lighting provision, differentially benefitting older people, disabled people, ethnic minority groups, men,
women and LGBT+ groups. Finally, the inclusion of a discovery centre as part of the operational

256 | Page Inserted Cambridge Waste Water Treatment Relocation Project Planning Statement — Appendix A NPSWW
Accordance Table

257 Deleted I-m.a-g.e

258 Deleted Image

259 Inserted Image
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