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1.

1.1
1.1.1

1.1.2

1.1.3

1.1.4

Introduction

Purpose of this Document

This BraftFinal Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) has been
commissioned by Uniper UK Limited (hereafter referred to as the ‘Applicant’)
to support an application (the Application) made to the Secretary of State
(SoS) for Energy Security and Net Zero (DESNZ). The Application was
accepted for examination on 28 August 2025, and the Examination
commenced on 13 January

The Applicant is seeking a Development Consent Order (DCO) under
section 37 of the Planning Act 2008 for the construction, operation (including
maintenance) and decommissioning of a proposed low carbon Combined
Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT) Generating Plant fitted with Carbon Capture
Plant (CCP) (the ‘Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power (CQLCP) Abated
Generating Station;’) and supporting infrastructure (collectively ‘the
Proposed Development’) on land at, and in the vicinity of, the existing
Connah’s Quay Power Station (Kelsterton Road, Connah’s Quay, Flintshire,
CHG6 5SJ), North Wales (the ‘Proposed Development Site’).

This SoCG does not seek to replicate information which is available
elsewhere within the Application documents. All documents are available on
the Planning Inspectorate’s website at: Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power
Project | National Infrastructure Planning

SoCGs are an established means in the planning process of allowing all
parties to identify and so focus on specific issues that may need to be
addressed during the examination. This SoCG has been produced to confirm
to the Examining Authority (ExA) where agreement has been reached
between the partles andwhereumatte#&areeuﬂeeedﬁeussmewvhere

deadere&or where aqreement has not been reached

This is the final version of the SoCG between the parties and has been

1.2
1.2.1

1.2.2

signed by both the Applicant and Natural England.

Parties to this Statement of Common Ground

This SoCG has been prepared between (1) the Applicant and (2) Natural
England (jointly referred to as the Parties).

The Applicant

The Applicant is a UK-based company, wholly owned by Uniper SE (Uniper)
through Uniper Holding GmbH. Uniper is a European energy company with
global reach and activities in more than 40 countries. With approximately
7,500 employees, the company makes an important contribution to security
of supply in Europe, particularly in its core markets of Germany, the UK,
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1.2.3

1.2.4

1.3

1.3.1

1.3.2

1.3.3

1.3.4

Sweden and the Netherlands. In the UK, Uniper owns and operates a
flexible generation portfolio of power stations, a fast-cycle gas storage facility
and two high-pressure gas pipelines, from Theddlethorpe to Killingholme and
from Blyborough to Cottam.

Uniper is committed to investing around €8 billion (~£6.9 billion) in growth
and transformation projects by the early 2030s and aims to be carbon-
neutral by 2040. To achieve this, the company is transforming its power
plants and facilities and investing in flexible, dispatchable power generation
units. Uniper is one of Europe’s largest operators of hydropower plants and
is helping further expand solar and wind power, which are essential for a
more sustainable and secure future. Uniper is gradually adding renewable
and low-carbon gases such as biomethane to its gas portfolio and is
developing a hydrogen portfolio with the aim of a long-term transition. The
company plans to offset any remaining COz2 emissions by high-quality CO2-
offsets.

Natural England

Natural England is the government’s adviser for the natural environment in
England, responsible for protecting and improving England’s biodiversity,
landscapes, and geodiversity. Natural England is a prescribed consultee for
Development Consent Order applications where proposals may affect
nationally designated sites or protected species in England. Although the
Proposed Development is located in Wales, the Applicant has engaged with
Natural England where relevant to consider potential cross-border ecological
effects and identify appropriate measures where necessary.

The Proposed Development

The Applicant is seeking a DCO for the construction, operation (including
maintenance) and decommissioning of a proposed low carbon Combined
Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT) Generating Station fitted with Carbon Capture
Plant (CCP) (the CQLCP Abated Generating Station) and supporting
infrastructure (collectively the Proposed Development).

The CQLCP Abated Generating Station would comprise up to two CCGT
with CCP units (and supporting infrastructure) achieving a net electrical
output capacity of more than 350 megawatts (MW; referred to as MWe for
electrical output) and up to a likely maximum of 1,380 MWe (with CCP
operational) onto the national electricity transmission network.

Through a carbon dioxide (CO2) pipeline, comprising existing and new
elements, the Proposed Development would make use of COz2 transport and
storage networks owned and operated by Liverpool Bay CCS Limited,
currently under development as part of the HyNet Carbon Dioxide Pipeline
project (referred to as the ‘HyNet CO:2 Pipeline Project’), that will transport
CO2 captured from existing and new industries in North Wales and North-
West England, for offshore storage. The captured CO2 will be permanently
stored in depleted offshore gas reservoirs in Liverpool Bay.

For the purposes of the electrical connection, National Grid Electricity
Transmission plc (NGET), which builds and maintains the electricity



Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power BraftFinal Statement of CemmengCommon Ground between
ENO10166/APP/8.16 Uniper UK Limited and Natural England

1.3.5

1.4
1.4.1

1.4.2

1.4.3

transmission network in England and Wales, is responsible for the operation
and maintenance of the existing 400 kV NGET Substation.

A description of the Proposed Development, including details of maximum
parameters, is set out in Chapter 4: The Proposed Development of the
Environmental Statement (ES) (EN010166/APP/6.2.4). At this stage in the
development, the design of the Proposed Development incorporates a
necessary degree of flexibility to allow for ongoing design development.

Status of this Statement of Common Ground

This version of the SoCG has been prepared by the Applicant and Natural
England following the request of the ExA. The format has been discussed
and agreed with Natural England on the 19 January 2026 and a copy was
shared prior to Deadline 1.

This version of the SoCG identifies Natural-England’'shas been updated
position-in-at Deadline 6 following discussions between the parties.

Following the publication of the Revised Examination Timetable [PD-021] the

Applicant and NE may wish to submit an updated Final SoCG at Deadline 7
to reflect the response to the Appheaﬂt—s—DeadJ+He4—2—and—3—subm|ss+en&

Implications for European Sites [PD-019].

142144  Please note that are recorded-within-the Deadline 4-status-column-of-in

Table 2, all text except for the Final Commentary reflects the positions at
the specified point in time and, therefore, the document naming and cross
references reflect the status of that document at the time such position was
originally populated.

1.5
1.5.1

1.5.2

uni
per

Terminology

Section 3 summarises the issues that are ‘agreed’, ‘not agreed’ or are ‘under
discussion’.

These terms are used as follows:

“Agreed” indicates where the issue has been resolved;

b. “Under discussion” indicates where these points will be the subject of
on-going discussion wherever possible to resolve, or refine, the extent
of disagreement between the parties; and

c. “Not Agreed” indicates a final position where the Parties have agreed
to disagree.
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1.6 Record of Engagement

1.6.1 A summary of all meetings and correspondence that has taken place
between the Parties in relation to the Application to date is outlined in Table
1. This includes email correspondence between the Parties to discuss
sharing of information, arrangement of meetings and where appropriate to
comment on draft documentation. Table 1 reflects the key meetings and
emails of note.

Table 1: Record of Engagement

Date Form of Key topics discussed and key
Correspondence outcomes

Natural England sent a letter for
statutory consultation, providing
early-stage advice on the PEIR
for the Connah’s Quay Low
Carbon Power Project. Natural
England highlighted uncertainties
due to limited design detail and
data, identified concerns relating
to air quality impacts on
internationally and nationally
designated ecological sites

19 November Letter from Natural (including cross-border effects),
England — Statutory =~ and emphasised the need for

2024 . .
Consultation robust assessment of nitrogen,

ammonia, particulates, traffic
emissions, noise, and in-
combination effects. The letter
also noted gaps in the
assessment of construction,
operation and decommissioning
impacts on designated habitats
and species, and advised that
backup power and traffic
assumptions require further
justification.

Natural England sent a letter in
response to the non-statutory
targeted consultation, noting that
only high-level initial advice could
be provided at this stage. They
Letter from Natural advised that the PEIR has not
04 June 2025 England — Targeted been updated to reflect the
Consultation proposed design changes and
confirmed that their previous
advice remains applicable,
particularly in relation to
designated sites and cross-
boundary considerations. Natural

-
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Date

Form of
Correspondence

Key topics discussed and key
outcomes

England welcomed continued
engagement as the project
develops and encouraged
ongoing consultation at later
stages.

27 August 2025

Email

The Applicant provided Natural
England with a copy of the
relevant submitted documents
prior to publication on the
Planning Inspectorate’s Connah’s
Quay Low Carbon Power website

06 October 2025

Email

The Applicant provided Natural
England with copies of
confidential ecological reports.

16 October 2025

Email

Natural England provided initial
feedback on the Report to
Inform Habitats Regulations
Assessment [(EN010166/APP-
2531/6.12) and associated figures
Outline Curlew Mitigation
Strategy-fiImplementation and
Monitoring Plan
(EN010166/APP-2541/6.13) and
Appendix 8D Air Quality
Operational Assessment

f(EN010166/APP-183}/6.4)

25 November
2025

Email

The Applicant requested a
meeting to be arranged to
discuss the feedback provided on
the 16 October 2025 and this was
arranged for 05 December 2025.

28 November
2025

Relevant
Representation

Natural England’s Relevant
Representation [RR-026] was
published on the Planning
Inspectorate’s Connah’s Quay
Low Carbon Power website.

05 December
2025

Teams Meeting

A meeting was held to provide a
verbal response to a number of
the points raised within the
Relevant Representation.

16 January 2026

Telephone call

Following a series of email
exchanges a telephone call was
held to agree the timelines for the
regular meetings to be arranged.
Following this the Applicant also
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Date

Form of

Correspondence

Key topics discussed and key
outcomes

shared a copy of the Change
Notification.

19 January 2026

Teams Meeting

A meeting was held to discuss
Natural England’s comments at a
high level and it was agreed that
the focus of meetings going
forward would not be on the
procedural matters following the
submission of the Notice of a
proposed without prejudice
HRA derogation in Wales [PDA-
003}-.(EN010166/APP/9.2)

This éraft-ef-the-SoCG was also
further discussed in this meeting.

09 February

Teams Meeting

A meeting was held to discuss
the upcoming Deadline 2 and to

2026 put a plan in place to update the
SoCG for Deadline 3.
09 February Email Natural England shared their D2
2026 response with the Applicant.
The Applicant provided Natural
10 February Email England with relevant documents

2026

submitted at Deadline 2.

02 March 2026

Teams Meeting

A meeting was held to discuss
the upcoming Deadline 3
submission and to run through
the SoCG.

06 March 2026

Email

Natural England provided an
updated draft of the SoCG.

23 March 2026

Teams Meeting

A meeting was held to discuss
the upcoming Deadline 4
submission and to run through
the SoCG.

Natural England provided an

27 March 2026 Email updated draft of the SoCG.
31 March 2026 Email Natural Enq_Iand sharet_j their D4
response with the Applicant.
The Applicant provided Natural
01 April 2026 Email England with relevant documents

submitted at Deadline 4.
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Date

Form of
Correspondence

Key topics discussed and key
outcomes

15 April 2026

Teams

Meeting between the partes to

discuss Deadline 5 submissions

and SoCG status.

21 April 2026

Email

The Applicant provided Natural

England with relevant documents

submitted at Deadline 5.

22 April 2026

Email

Natural England shared their D5
response with the Applicant.

30 April 2026

Teams Meeting

Targeted meeting between the
parties to discuss Air Qaulity
matters.

8 May 2026

Teams Meeting

Meeting to discuss the status of
matters within the SoCG and
agree next steps.

12 May 2026

Email

The Applicant provided a copy of
responses to Natural England’s
questions relating to Air Quality

14 May 2026

Teams meeting

Meeting to discuss the status of
matters within the SoCG and
agree next steps.

21 May 2026

Teams meeting

Meeting to discuss the final
position of the SoCG to enable
the final draft to be prepared and
issued for signing

21 May 2026

Email

The Applicant provided Natural
England with the final SoCG for
review.

27/05/2026

The Applicant provided Natural
England with the final SoCG to

sign.

Areas of Discussion between the Parties

Table 2 below details the areas of discussion and matters that are agreed;
under-discussion and not agreed between the Parties.
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Releva Final Natura
Re Rt lic Summary of Natural England Comment |Applicant’s position ommentary IEn lan
f Subject atFi)gn within their Relevant Representation at Deadline 1 [REP1- d RgAG Status
[[RR-026] 062
Docu
|ment
1.0 Qualifying bird
species and
assemblages
HRA lacks species-specific HHRe-RRatere-subiest
consideration te—ﬁu#ther—d-kseus&eﬂ
Individual species for which the SPAor  [petwesnfollowing the
Ramsar site was designated only need [paes-
to be specifically discussed where
impacts on those species differ. For the At Deadline 4 Natural
Natural England’s Relevant !I)eg _Estuary S_PA/ Ramsgr site the only Eng+and—ha¥e '
Representation (RR-026) — NEO1' |nd|v_|dual qua_llfylng species th_at_ brovided-the following
Of the qualifying migratory species, seven required specific discussion within the  jcemments
; ) ’ HRA was curlew, as this was the only whichclarifications
were recorded in the adjacent Dee species for which the footprint of the from the Applicant-is
Estuary in significant numbers from — 'pp
. . Proposed Development has been e
Loss of FLL Daseine data gaihered hetween Abrl_ identified to include FLL. With regard to
associated to the variouasnti deestg::;y » accounting Ior 1o ssessment of impact on birds in the Eromthe-availablo
Dee Estuary SPA, ' Dee Estuary SPA/ Ramsar itself, this |, s,
Ramsar site Appen _ 3 was undertaken by agreeing a specific  |o,.. \enc coiniesn
dix 1A: [The HRA lacks species-specific noise disturbance threshold with NRW || .o em i o1
NE commenton |Scopin (consideration. A more robust evaluation (@ more precautionary threshold was ot ite cloar the
1.1 |mechanismfor g must be undertaken at Appropriate then used in the ) that would apply to all | seocion by e Not Agreed
securing Report /\ssessment (AA). Detailed surveys are  |SpA pirds. The affected areas are inthe |, oo/ oo
resolution —e.g. [APP- [Feécommended for two years, we note only \velsh part of the SPA / Ramsar site. Sther SPA waterbird
mitigation/ 172]  [one year of evidence is provided. It is Natural Resources Wales has not .
compensation: currently unclear how the proposed expressed any disagreement with the | '
conservation area will address the Applicant’s noise assessment in their |7, oo oo
ecological requirements of these species. |RR [RR-027].
Further detail is needed to demonstrate SIOBHYFOPFOSOALS
how the area will function in practice to HhcHoRaly-Hkea
y e Survey scope and extent rardHorarange-of
support and mitigate project impacts. A : - . :
clear distinction should also be made As setoutin Appendix 11D: SPA-birds-hotonty
between mitigation and compensation Ornithology Technical Appendix SO
measures EN010166/APP-193}/6.4) thereis a
) wealth of contemporary data available |At/sastiwe-season’s
for the Order limits and wider Survey worth-of NE retain

" NH1 refers to the reference number found in Applicant’s Response to Relevant Representations (Document Ref. 9.4)

uni
per

Area. The Applicant has undertaken
detailed surveys, covering a full 12-
month period (November 2023 to
October 2024) and including all phases
of the tidal cycle along with nocturnal

their position that the
data provided does
not constitute 2 years
of survey is-the

1; '1 ’. ;é ;; EEi&'EEiY
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ornithological baseline.

As set out in Table 11-5 of Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecology
I(EN010166/APP-0491,/6.2.11) , the
approach to ornithological surveys has
been discussed with NRW at a meeting
on 18 July 2024, and in March 2025 and
May 2025 as detailed in Section 2 of the
Draft NRW SoCG
(ENO10166/APP/8.2). NRW has not
raised any concerns regarding the
scope or extent of ornithological surveys
in their RR [RR-027].

Mitigation of project impacts
The identified mitigation is secured
through requirement of the Draft DCO

f(ENO10166/APP-019]/3.1) as detailed

below:

Releva Deadline 4Final
Re Rtpplic Summary of Natural England Comment |[Applicant’s position Commentary
f Subject ation within their Relevant Representation at Deadline 1 [REP1-
Docu [[RR-026] [062
ment
surveys, the results of which have been |regardlessofthe
used to inform the impact assessment. avaiability-of other
As set out in Table 1 of Appendix 11D: ceoniextual-data-—‘Ae
Ornithology Technical Appendix ooslie el oo
[(EN010166/APP-193},/6.4), these data the-specific-use-ofthe
are supported by other third party data, @areaimpacted-by-the
including ornithological surveys propesal and
undertaken within the Order limits survey-should
between April 2022 and February 2023 be focused
by Aspect Ecology, monthly wetland bird here—The WeBS-data
data collected by the Deeside ishow-the relative
Naturalists’ Society for the Connah’s importance/use of
Quay Power Station Nature Reserve these
spanning the period January 2013 to overall sectors, howe
December 2023 and Wetland Bird ver-the-count-totals
Survey (WeBS) data obtained from the |are-avaiable-onlyfor
British Trust for Ornithology (BTO) for  [the-whoele
the period 2018 to 2023. e
need to understand
Collectively, these present data relevant [Fe-Aumberand
to the Proposed Development spanning [SPataleistrbution-of
the period between 2013 and 2024. The e-birds-withinthe
Applicant considers that these proposal-site-itself
combined datasets are more than with-accompanying
adequate to characterise the maps-to-show

this—have provided a
further information
request to the
Applicant at Deadline

emsorie o bor
oS Awtorbird

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status
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Releva
nt

Summary of Natural England Comment

Applicant’s position

Igeadliae-tlFinal
ommentary

Fe Subject ;?g:c within their Relevant Representation at Deadline 1 [REP1-
Docu [[RR-026] j062]
ment
e Measures relating to construction  [shewsthepropesal
practices are secured through eieg s
Requirement 4 (Construction e
Environmental Management Plan), |[resthe-assessment
this includes the provision of the 3  fwasmadein-2010.
m acoustic fence and timing counts-of-Redshank
restrictions on certain works. B
e Measures relating to the proposal at 1120) o
Gronant Fields are secured through ‘ 4 :
Requirement 11 (Outline Curlew i '
Mitigationlmplementation and :
Monitoring Plan;- Hheaata loctivelindicatost
(ENO10166/APP/6.13)). hat the proposal-site
e Measures relating to the R e S
reinstatement of areas of temporary |sigaiffeant
land use following the completion of pggregationsof-SFPA
the construction works are secured waierbids-
through Requirement 10
(Landscape and Ecological Fther—thereare
Management Plan). Sigpiicantissueswith
. . g . 1h 'y
A full list of environmental mitigation and l'.iE.Es'”’Ea S0H
the relevant securing mechanism is ";”“ §ans E!’E‘E';z 7
provided in the Commitments Register
F(EN010166/APP-254}/ 6.10) prese Aeaby-the
applcantfor-boththe
et nnent e i
o
proposed-Gronant Fie
e s-site-
'The Applicant will
provide a response to
NE on this request at
Deadline 7.
On this basis, this
matter is ‘Not
Agreed’.
Loss of FLL Report Natural England’s Relevant The Applicant undertook a detailed land [The paries-centinue
1 o @ssociated to the  fto Representation (RR-026) — NE02 search to identify potentially suitable to-ciseuss-this-matier
" Dee Estuary SPA inform |As Gronant Fields is a significant distance [land parcels for mitigation for the loss of t-Deadine4-Natural
and Ramsar site |Habita [away from the FLL lost and disturbed, the [functionally linked foraging and roosting [Ergtand-have

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status

Not Agreed

10



Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power

EN010166/APP/8.16

uni
per

Final Statement of Common Ground between Uniper UK Limited and Natural England

of any SAC habitat.

Given the distance involved, the strong
preference would therefore be to replace
the FLL at risk with similar areas much
closer to the impact so that it continues to
sustain curlews in this part of the Dee
Estuary SPA and Ramsar site. The
provision of any new functional habitat for
SPA curlews outside of the SPA boundary
could be accepted as mitigation. The
implications of FLL loss without local
habitat replacement should be considered
by the HRA. This may cause an adverse
effect in view of the Dee Estuary SPA's
Conservation Objectives

FCC were discounted as unsuitable. As
detailed in the Outline Curlew
Mitigation-Strategy-fImplementation
and Monitoring Plan (EN010166/APP-
2541,/6.13), the initial study identified
four potentially viable sites
(Thurstaston, Greenfield, Bagillt Fields
and Gronant Fields). Throughout the
land search, the Applicant held
discussions with NRW on 5 March 2025
and 9 May 2025 and the Royal Society
for the Protection of Birds (RSPB) on 14
April 2025. These Meetings are
recorded in the draft SOoCGs with these
parties ((EN010166/APP/8.2)) and
(ENO010166/APP/8.4) respectively)
included as part of the Application.
Following these discussions and further
review of constraints, the Gronant
Fields site was selected as the
preferred option. The selection process
is set out in Section 34 of the Outline

Curlew Mitigation Strategy

fimplementation and Monitoring Plan
(EN010166/APP-254}./6.13). In
summary, factors considered included,
proximity to the Order limits, existing
land use and habitats present, distance
from the SPA / Ramsar site and in
particular proximity to the estuary,
potential sources of disturbance (e.g.,
noise sources / recreational pressure),
availability for purchase and opportunity
for management in perpetuity, and

Releva Deadline4Final

Re Rtpplic Summary of Natural England Comment |[Applicant’s position Commentary

f Subject ation within their Relevant Representation at Deadline 1 [REP1-
D [[RR-026] 062

ocu

ment
ts Curlew Mitigation Strategy presents itself habitat for Curlew. This process providedApplicant
Regula jas compensation. considered land on the open market and NE remain in
tions The proposals do not prevent or and potentially suitable land adjacent to disagreement on
Asses opvercome the initial loss of FLL in that the Dee Estuary. As part of this search, whether the fellewing
sment specific locality. It is unlikely the affected  discussions were held with FCC to comments:
HENO1 birds will commute that distance to adopt determine if there was any council
0166/A the new site. owned land that could be suitable for Natural-England
PP- the purpose of the mitigation. Following  |,,-ini0/n that this
25316 This should also not hinder the condition @ r€View by the Applicant's land and @pproach-should-be
.12) ecological teams the sites identified by consideredproposals

constitute mitigation
or compensation

e
tho-Habrats

oo coe e
he lovel of seiontifi

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status

11
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Subject

Releva
nt
Applic
ation
Docu
ment

Summary of Natural England Comment
within their Relevant Representation
[[RR-026]

Applicant’s position
at Deadline 1 [REP1-
1062]

Igeadl-'mo-AFinal
ommentary

existing levels of use by Curlew and
other bird species.

Whilst the Applicant acknowledges the
distance between Gronant Fields and
the Order limits, Gronant Fields offered
the best opportunity for delivering the
objectives of the offsetting land, i.e.,
ensuring no net loss in Curlew foraging
and roosting opportunities.

The Applicant considers that
replacement of FLL is mitigation rather
than compensation because the AEOI
the Applicant is seeking to address
would be a possible reduction in curlew
populations within the SPA due to a
reduction in foraging and roosting
opportunities in the wider landscape.
The Applicant is therefore avoiding (or
mitigating for) the AEQI (a reduction in
curlew populations within the SPA) by
ensuring there is no net loss of foraging
and roosting opportunities by enhancing
other areas already used by curlew to
support greater numbers. The Applicant
notes that NRW has acknowledged that
such proposals could potentially be
considered as mitigation for HRA
purposes. Nonetheless, the Applicant
has submitted a Notice of a proposed
without prejudice HRA derogations in
Wales [RDA-003{EN010166/APP/9.2)
at procedural Deadline A which covers
loss of FLL.

1.3

Loss of FLL
associated to the
Dee Estuary SPA,
Ramsar site

Report
to
inform
Habita
ts
Regula
tions
AsSses

ment
ENO1

Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE0O3

Referring to the Curlew Mitigation
Strategy, assessment should establish
whether the Dee Estuary SPA would
become significantly less attractive to a
significant proportion of the SPA curlew
population if that FLL was lost, and how

The Applicant refers Natural England to
their response to NRW9, which
addresses NRW’s Representation on
this matter, for context. The objective of
the offsetting land is to maintain the
qualifying non-breeding Curlew
population of the Dee Estuary SPA, by
ensuring no net reduction in foraging
and roosting opportunities.

. .
At-Beadine2-Natural
England provided-the
Fo-dome— s s
Lo

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status

Urderdisedussion-Agreed
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Section 4-12.2 of the Outline Curlew
Mitigation-Strategyfimplementation
and Monitoring Plan (EN010166/APP-
2541/6.13) sets out the objectives of the
habitat creation and enhancement
works, these being that the offsetting
area at Gronant Fields will provide an
optimal foraging resource for Curlew
and support an increased number of
individuals that includes an equivalent
number to those displaced from the
Main Development Area. This will be
achieved through the provision of 26 ha
of enhanced wet grassland with a
network of created linear foot drains.
The aim of managing this habitat is to
provide suitable foraging (and roosting)
opportunities for Curlew throughout the
late autumn, winter and early spring
period (October to March) by providing
conditions that would support high
densities of Curlew invertebrate prey
found in field vegetation and the soil
surface (in particular earthworms,
beetles and fly, especially crane fly,
larvae).

they defer this matter
to NRW.

Releva Deadline4Final Natura
Re Rtpplic Summary of Natural England Comment |[Applicant’s position Commentary :Englan
f Subject - within their Relevant Representation at Deadline 1 [REP1- Status

ation d RAG

Docy [[RR-026] [062

ment

0166/A would this affect their overall distribution MNatralEngiond

PP-  within the SPA. The Applicant is currently undertaking ~— @ckrewledges-that

25316 further non-breeding bird surveys of the fithersurvey-werkis

12) Note, current surveys at Gronant Field do (Gronant Fields site to establish existing prgeoing-to-determine

not cover the full life cycle of Curlew. It~ |usage of the site by non-breeding the-currentievel-of
should be made clear how the work will  [Curlew and other SPA species, along ~ [#sage-efGronant
further enhance to support an equivalent with ground water monitoring to inform Efeld&b%b#ds
number of birds to those displaced the specific management prescriptions ~ @sseciated-withihe
through the loss of the FLL. for the site. The Applicant has also Dee-Estuars-SPA-
sought existing data from the WeBS and
will continue to work with NRW, RSPB At Deadline 4. the
and the DNS to gather historic data on  Applicanthas
the use of Gronant Fields. This data will submitted-an-updated
inform ongoing discussions on the Curlew-Mitigation
Outline Curlew Mitigation-Strategy Strategy
timplementation and Monitoring Plan (EN010166/APP/6.13
(ENO10166/APP-254}/6.13) and general |} which provides the
approach to management of the site. results-of the-ongeing
e e
Fields—confirmed

13
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The Applicant will continue to engage
with NRW and Natural England on the
Outline Curlew Mitigation-Strategy
IImplementation and Monitoring Plan
(EN010166/APP-254}/6.13) and
ongoing surveys.
As set out in the Applicant’s response to Fhe-partiescontinde
NEO3, the Applicant is currently to—dseussHyspatter
undertaking further non-breeding bird
surveys of the Gronant Fields site to At Deadline 4—the
establish existing usage of the site by App-l-iean-t—has’
non-breeding Curlew and other SPA submitted-an-updated
species. The Applicant has also sought |cyriew Mitigation
existing data from the WeBS and will
continue to work with NRW, RSPB and S%rateg-y(ENgqoq 66/APP/6.13
Natural Enaland’s Relevant the DNS to gather historic data on the Mwhich-provides-the
q . .
Representation (RR-026) — NE04 use of Gronant Fields. These data will - Loc s of the sngeing
:'\;eport Natural England require further gﬁ:ﬂ:?ﬂ&%ﬁ% surveys-at-Gronant
inform gssuranfes thatﬂthe I?nd within 't_the SEA mentation and Monitoring Plan FoIloWin the
- rofiowing tne
Habita | 7% any othor SPA features which |LALLL0166/APP-2541/6.13) and general |- i oo from the
ts . y approach to management of the site. : :
Loss of FLL Reaul might then be adversely affected by the Applicant. NE retain
associated to the t_egu 2 Imitigation for curlew. If it does, there is a S dertaken by the Applicant their position that the
1.4 |Dee Estuary SPA, [1°™  ldirect impact on the SPA and that location u(;vgyts .llm d(.a aS eT. y 4 2e fptplzlcan data provided does Not Agreed
Ramsar site would be unsuitable to address concerns. ?)nu tIir?ea(I:irlg]w ection 4. ot the not provide sufficient
srent- utiine, Mitigation-Strategy¥  loyidence on this
HENO1 timplementation and Monitoring Plan | atter NE have
0166/A [There should be very clear standards set (EN010166/APP-2541/6.13) identify that [ ,pittad & further
PP- as to what is f(he conservation baseline for o offsetting land does not currently nformation request o
2531 /6 [those areas (i.e., the expected favourable synnort Curlew or any other SPA the Applicant at
.12) condition to be reached) and what added |gpecies. Deadline 6

value/outcomes any mitigation would
deliver over and above that.

Curlew Llitigation-Strategy

fimplementation and Monitoring Plan
(ENO010166/APP-254},/6.13), there are
a number of practical interventions set
out by the Applicant, such as creating
foot drains and controlling water levels,
along with implementing a sensitive
grazing regime, that will deliver the
required mitigation and are beyond the

As set out in Section 48.1 of the Outline

[The Applicant will
provide a response to
NE on this request at
Deadline 7.

On this basis, this
matter is ‘Not

Agreed’.
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current conversation management
conditions.
The parties-continue
te-ciseussNatural
f\;eport As set out in NEO4 above the offsetting [Endland has
A nform land does not currently support Curlew  [confirmed they defer
Habita or any other SPA species. The this matter-
ks Natural Engl.and’s Relevant measures set out in the Outline Curlew
L oss of FLL Regula Representation (RR-026) — NEOS IMitigation-Stra A-St tegy-fimplementation |AtD e
associated to the fions  |(cOMPplications arise when mitigation is and Monitoring Plan (EN010166/APP- Applicanthas _ _
1.5 Dee Estuary SPA, |Asses targeted within a SPA as it forms part of ~ 254}/6.13) identify actions, such as submitted-an-updated Il
Ramsar site ’ lsment formally designated site and already creation of wet features and changes to [Curlew-Mitigaticn
{ENO1 supports a good population of qualifying  |water management_ that exceg:td currgnt Stategy
0166/A features management practices and will provide (EN010166/ARR/E13
bp- enhancement beyond typical land which-providesthe
2531 /6 management, that would be expected in fesulis of the cngoing
12) - the SPA. B R i e e
to NRW.
This appears to be a misunderstanding [Fhe-pariescontinue
Report Natural England’s Relevant of the Applicant’s approach to loss of  [e-discuss-this-matier
bo Representation (RR-026) — NE06 FLL and how the Applicant has used the
inform Natural Englgnd dp not support the 2 ha_flgure referen_ced in NEO6. The Natural England
o Habita [@PProach toidentify areas of FLL (I.E Applicant can confirm that losses of FLL |~qncur that as an
Qualifying bird bs areas of greenfield greater than two due to the Proposed Development were  impact to the Dee
species and Reaula hectares within 2km of the proposal). not based on a particular type of habitat [=styary SPA and
assemblages tiogs Specific reference to Sections 6.6.5and  for a particular size of land parcel but Ramsar site has been
1.6 |Loss qf FLL Asses 6.6.6. solely on the results of the bll"d SUrveys igentified alone as a Agreed
associated to the lsment undertgken for the DCO appllcayon. result of the proposal,
Dee Estue_lry SPA, [(EN01 [This approach does not consider areas of Th_ere is only one area of potential FLL  |~ynsideration of in-
Ramsar site 0166/A [smaller FLL which may in-combination being lost due to the Proposed combination impacts
PP-  support more than 1% of the designated ~[Pévelopment (during construction and g not required.
2531/6 [site population. We highlight that operation). That area supports
12) ~ brownfield sites including those significant populations of curlew (i.e.
associated with relic canal dredgings regularly more than 1% of the SPA
population) and is therefore classified
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support good populations of designated
bird species on the English border.

as FLL and its loss is being addressed
through the Outline Curlew Mitigation
Strategy-fiImplementation and
Monitoring Plan (EN010166/APP-
2541./6.13). No other habitat outside
SPA / Ramsar boundaries, but used by
SPA / Ramsar birds, is being lost due to
the Proposed Development. The
Conservation of Habitats and Species
Regulations 2017 (as amended) require
consideration of LSEs / AEOI ‘alone or
in combination’ with other plans and
projects. An AEOI due to loss of FLL
has already been identified ‘alone’ for
the Proposed Development (prior to
consideration of mitigation i.e. the
Curlew Mitigation Strategy). Therefore,
strictly speaking there is no requirement
to consider losses due to ‘other plans or
projects’. Nonetheless, the HRA did so
for completeness and context.

A 2 ha sieving threshold was used for
the selection of other Proposed
Development sites for ‘in combination’
assessment on the basis that many Dee
Estuary SPA bird species (including
curlew) prefer large open areas of
farmland, grassland or wetland and
smaller parcels (e.g. less than 2 ha) are
likely to be less attractive and support
few birds due to poorer sightlines,
closer proximity to sources of predators,
and preference or distance from blocks
of residential development). While in
theory the loss of a series of small sites
could cumulatively result in a significant
loss of FLL it would take a large number
of them to have a significant effect.
Moreover, applications for small
developments rarely undertake
wintering bird surveys so less data are
available on which to base an
assessment.
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The approach taken is proportionate to
the exercise by focusing attention on
those other developments most likely to
support SPA birds in sufficient numbers
to result in ‘in combination’ effects,
given that the only area of FLL being
affected by the Proposed Development
is already being addressed through
habitat creation and enhancement.
In terms of brownfield sites, no
proposals for redevelopment of canal
arising sites were identified in the
search for other plans or projects.
NRWSs has not expressed any
disagreement with the Applicant’s
approach to identifying projects for
assessment in their RR [RR-027].
Following the
clarifications from the
Applicant, NE retain
their position that the
data provided is not
As noted in response to NEOG6 the sufficient to
Report Applicant’s assessment of loss of FLL  |determine the full
to Natural England’s Relevant was informed by site-specific extent of FLL and
inform [Representation (RR-026) — NEO7 information where it was available for  |yave provided a
Habita |[Our concerns coincide with NE06. FLL the projects in question. However, since [further information
ts should be informed by site specific the only area of potential FLL within the |[equest to the
Loss of FLL Regula information, including desk - based data  |Order limits has been acknowledged as |Applicant at Deadline
associated to the ftions [and habitat suitability surveys. FLL, and mitigated through the Outline |5
1.7 Dee Estuary SPA, |Asses Curlew Mg%t-ren-suatgg-y - Not agreed
Ramsar site sment |Reference should be made to the scale of {fmplementation and Monitoring Plan The parties-continue
HENOT nrestricted views, food availability, size  {(ENOT0166/APP-2343/6.13), that will -} oo icon oplicant
0166/A |of the habitat and other habitat attributes ~ [@ddress all potential for losses ‘in will provide a
PP-  lassociated to the qualifying birds to combination’ with other plans or response to NE on
25316 determine habitat suitability. projects. Detailed analysis of those khis request at
.12) other plans or projects is therefore not |5 ===
required. -
On this basis, this
matter is ‘Not
Agreed’.
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Reference has been made to Natural he parties continue
England’s guidance on SSSI Impact o discuss this matter.
Risk Zones and other sources of data. t Deadline 3 Natural
The provision of further information from [England have
WeBS or National Biodiversity Network |provided the following
(NBN) Atlas, or maps of bird distribution jcomments which the
data from surveys, in the HRA would not |Applicant is
alter the assessment presented for reviewing:
Natural England’s Relevant either direct or indirect effects on the
Representation (RR-026) - NEO8 ~ Dee Estuary SPA/ Ramsar site, Natural England
Natural England note that data gathering jalthough jthe bird survey reports _ aintains that a
eff_or_t§ havg not drawn on English sources (Appenqlx 11D Ornithology Technical specific noise
of |q|t|al ewdc_ance despite the proximity to |[Appendix {ENO010166/APP-133}/6.4) ) \threshold should not
designated sites across the border and  present maps of survey results. e used, and instead
the nature of overlapping designations. a 3dB level above
Report Regarding direct effects (e.g. aseline should be
to Site specific information from multiple disturbance of birds within the SPA / the point at which the
inform [appropriate bodies across both England |Ramsar), this assessment was otential for
Habita [and Wales such as the Local Records undertaken using specific noise disturbance to SPA
Direct/indirect ts Centre, Wildlife Trusts, or recording disturbance thresholds agreed with irds is considered.
impacts and loss |Regula [societies. Reference could be made to NRW in May 2025 (a more However, given the
18 of FLL associated [tions [specific species related layers on Magic  |precautionary threshold was then used |hoise modelling A d
"~ to the Dee Asses [Map, the NBN Atlas and Wetland Bird in the assessment) that would apply to  |shows that levels on gree
Estuary SPAand |sment [Survey Data. all SPA birds irrespective of their precise the English part of the
Ramsar site HENO1 distribution in the SPA (since the SPA/ |Dee Estuary SPA will
0166/A Draw on existing information gathered for Ramsar boundary was used to define ot be above
PP- other recent developments in the area. the sensitive areas). The rationale for aseline levels due to
2531/6 use of these disturbance thresholds was [the distance from the
.12) Provisi £ £ lifvi d discussed with Natural England during a |proposal site we are
rovision of a map ot qua |fy|ng (an meeting on 5 December 2025. content that noise will
notified) bird species noted during desk of be an issue and
and detailed surveys to provide clarity on .
the location of observations and the area |Vith regard to loss of FLL, the only area fhe use of thresholds,
affected by the development works. This  [0f Potential FLL within the Order limits aRS advised 35 ’I\’a“{fa/
will support evidence used to inform has been acknowledged as FLL, and esources IWales Is
visual and noise disturbance, which may |Mitigated through the Outline Curlew gcc;ep table in this
extend beyond the site boundary. Mitigation Strategy {Implementation  (151ance.
and Monitoring Plan (EN010166/APP-
2541./6.13). That will address all Natural England
potential for losses ‘in combination’ with acknowledges that
other plans or projects. the FLL to be lost lies
within Wales and so
The affected areas are in the Welsh defers to Natural
component of the SPA/ Ramsar site. ~ [Résources Wales
NRW has not expressed any advice.
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disagreement with the Applicant’s noise
assessment in their RR [RR-027].
Air quality ‘in combination’ effects are The parties continue
explicitly discussed in Sections 10.2 and o discuss this matter.
10.3 of the RIHRA {(EN010166/APP-
253}:/6.12) . .,The only other ‘in This point relates to
comblr)atlon effect |de_nt|f|ed Is the impacts on birds
Natural England’s Relevant regarding loss of functionally-linked associated with the
Representation (RR-026) — NE09 habitat, which is discussed in section Dee Estuary SPA and
Report |This section requires amendment to 10.4 of the RIHRA {(ENO10166/APP-  Ramsar site.
to ensure a robust assessment has occurred 253}:/6.12) . Section 10.4 of the RIHRA
inform When assessing impacts to qualifying bird [F(EN010166/APP-253}/6.12) also lists :
. . . : As per point above
. Habita [species and assemblages including areas [the other plans and projects that have Natural Enaland
FLL impacts ts of FLL. been assessed. This explicitly includes [~ 2.4rd thnfq an
aDssogatted thgpA Regula the Hynet CO2 Pipeline Project in i(;gggtcj:trs a?o:es have
19 R:;ansasrus?trgin _ 7 [tions  [The in -combination assessment must paragraphs 10.4.3 and ?0'4'4' The been identified, an in- Aareed
Asses [refer to anv shared k Proposed CO2 Connection Corridor to L g
combination with y pressures or known i —y combination
lsment f mitiaation/ tion. Th the Hynet CO2 Pipeline Project is part of ,
other plans and 7204 EE8 T ot coneider how the | the Order limits for the DCO and it~ (ASSessment s not
projects ASSEeSSmEn: MuS? consiasr Now e impacts have therefore assessed as Fequired.
0166/A projects will interact with the scheme.
PP- part of the DCO.
253} /6 |, : . S Natural England -are
127 It is unclear what in - combination impacts No impacts of the Proposed therefore satisfied
12) have been identified. These must be Develg o on knovsf)n e as of that other plans and
detailed for full transparency and robust =velop _ projects did not need
t mitigation and compensation have been ) )
assessment. . - to be considered in
identified. . s
relation to this impact
and have no further
NRW has not ex.pressed any _ comment.
disagreement with the Applicant’s noise
assessment in their RR [RR-027].
Outlin Natural England’s Relevant The Applicant’s rationale for taking The parties continue
e Representation (RR-026) — NE10 forward Gronant Fields over other sites o discuss this matter.
Curlew This section does not detail comparative [iS set out in Section 2.54 of the Outline (At Deadline 3 Natural
[HEgat lecological information between Bagillt ~ [Curlew MitigationStrategy England have
for Fields and Gronant Fields with only size  [lmplementation and Monitoring Plan provided the following
Loss of FLL Strate |3nd locations detailed. EN010166/APP-254}./6.13). In comments which the
1.1 fassociated to the |gy summary, the main factors were the Applicant is Agreed
0 Dee Estuary SPA [[imple The following information should be land is capable of flooding in winter / reviewing.
and Ramsar site  [mentat obtained: 9 has ways to control water levels / allows
ion . _ . L for the creation of hollows, channels, Natural England
and  [EXisting bird usage; Habitat suitability for ¢t grains or scrapes; there is no direct acknowledge that
Monito c;JrIew during all life and behavioural public access and so disturbance from  |gjscussions between
rin stages. recreation would be negligible; the land  |the applicant and
Plan consists of individual field parcels over 3 |Natural Resources
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(ENO1 Designation details which may include: ha in size, with limited intervening Wales took place
0166/A |unit features, unit condition, existing boundary vegetation; and the fields before the decision to
PP- pressures, existing management for have stockproof boundaries and are progress with
2541/6. [favourable condition and details of suitable for grazing. Gronant Fields was
13) pertinent Conservation Objectives that made.
may apply. As set out in the Applicant’s response to
NEO3, the Applicant is currently
undertaking further non-breeding bird
surveys of the Gronant Fields site to
establish existing usage of the site by
non-breeding Curlew and other SPA
species. The Applicant has also sought
existing data from the WeBS and will
continue to work with NRW, RSPB and
the Deeside Naturalist's Society to
gather historic data on the use of
Gronant Fields. This data will inform
ongoing discussions on the Outline
Curlew oo Smnie o
fimplementation and Monitoring Plan
(EN010166/APP-254}/6.13) and general
approach to management of the site.
The Applicant will continue to engage
with Natural England on the Outline
Curlew Llitigation-Sheategy
fimplementation and Monitoring Plan
(EN010166/APP-254}1/6.13) and
ongoing surveys and management
prescriptions.
outlin [INatural England’s Relevant The Applicant is currently undertaking ~ [Fre-pariescontinue
e Representation (RR-026) — NE11 further non_breeding bird surveys of the t@—d-@s@uss—u%s—#’m—t—t@r—
Curlew Gronant Fields site through to March ~ /A+2eactne<-Natural
[Mitigat [To understand that the land parcel at 2026. The results of these surveys to ~ [England rave _
ion Gronant Fields is effectively mitigating the (date have been shared with Natural provided-the-fonowing
Loss of FLL Strate [oss at the development site, it mustbe  [England and will be shared monthly comments-which-the
1.1 @ssociated to the |gy ascertained how the land parcel at until the surveys are complete. The AppHEaRtS . o Aareed
1 Dee Estuary SPA, [imple |Gronant Fields is being utilised by all current peak count of curlew is 2, with ~ fFE¥EWRG: Uaderdiscussion-Agreed
Ramsar site mentat |qualifying bird species and assemblages [no curlew recorded on the nocturnal or
ion to provide a baseline population. two diurnal surveys in December 2025. |Natwral England
and |[“Essan it esragt
Monito The species and quantities must continue |As set out in the Applicant’s response to [Hhersuaey-wors
rnd o be accommodated alongside the NEO3, the Applicant is currently prRgoIg-and-detalis
Plan  ladditional displaced birds. undertaking further non-breeding bird ~ [##-2e-sharedashas
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(ENO1 surveys of the Gronant Fields site to confirmed they
0166/A |WeBS data should be sufficient for initially [establish existing usage of the site by |pecerme
PP- informing baseline usage, assuming that [non-breeding Curlew and other SPA avaHabledefer this
2541/6. |data exists for all months of interest. species. The Applicant is currently in matter to NRW.
13) Otherwise, detailed bird surveys will be  [discussions with NRW regarding
required. Two years of detailed surveys  [proposed groundwater monitoring to Natuwral-England-alse
are typically required. inform the specific management recognise-that-other
prescriptions for the site (if deemed data sources have
suitable). The Applicant has also sought ..., concidered and
existing data from the WeBS and will discussions-with
continue to work with NRW, RSPB and  |,5/5..5.¢
the Deeside Naturalist's Society to organisations-are
gather historic data on the use of ongoing
Gronant Fields. These data will inform '
ongoing discussions on the Outline .
Curlew Mitigation Stratey fibsacine s the
fimplementation and Monitoring Plan A-ppusan-t-has
(EN010166/APP-254}/6.13) and general [#2Hed antpdaied
approach to management of the site. Curew-Mitigation
The Applicant will continue to engage Mwhich-provides-the
with Natural England on the Outline resulis-of the-ongoing
Curlew Mitigation-Strategy surveys-at Gronant
fimplementation and Monitoring Plan |giaids
(EN010166/APP-2541/6.13) and
ongoing surveys.
Outlin The Applicant owns the land at Gronant HFhe-pariescentinue
e Fields (as shown in Figure A2 of to-—dhseussHismater
Curlew Appendix A of the Curlew-Mitigation At Deadine-3-Natural
'M-I-ﬂ-ga-t' i Natural England,s Relevant St-Fa-teg-y—I:Outline Curlew England have
Lo Representation (RR-026) — NE12 Implementation and Monitoring Plan [previded-thefollowing
Sk Natural England do not yet have the (ENO10166/APP—254-]-)I6.13[ and will be eemments-whmh-the
gly I assurances that mitigation/compensation responsible for future management. Appheant—ﬁ
Loss of FLL MRS s feasible at this stage. FeviewaRg
11 lssociated to the |Rentat Please see response to NE11 regarding
2 |Dee Estuary SPA, ﬁ Measures proposed are currently high - [0N90INg and proposed surveys as well - Vaturar Saglands
Ramsar site Monito level and lack details. It is not understood 2° the collation of wider supporting commentsin-rolation
rin who will undertake management and datasets. te%s—pemt—reﬂeet
monitoring responsibilities, including euppos#m-as-set
%1 habitats, water levels and species The Applicant will continue to engage W dth
0166/A surveys. with Natural England on the Outline abeved confirmed they
T Curlew Mitigation Strategy efer this matter to
2541/6. fimplementation and Monitoring Plan INRW.
h3) (EN010166/APP-284}./6.13) including

Natura

|

Englan
RAG

Status

Agreed
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the monitoring and management set out
in Section 448 of the Outline Curlew
iMitigation-Strategy-fimplementation
and Monitoring Plan (EN010166/APP-
2541./6.13).
Report It is very likely that birds from the Fmori—sai st
bo Natural England’s Relevant various Liverpool City Region SPAs fro—dsotoe oo ot
inform Representation (RR-026) — NE13 move between those SPAs at different
Habita [The applicant should consider if there is ~ [02teS OF times of the winter (for NE have agreed with
Direct/indirect ts scope for impacts on the Mersey Estuary example). However, by addressing the e applicants
impacts and loss |Regula [SPA, Ramsar site as a result of !:sslpf FLL for the Dee Estuary SPA the position on potential
1.1 of FLL associated ftions finterchange of birds. Applicant is effectively addressing this  mpacts on the o
3 fo the Mersey Asses issue. If the mitigation ensures no net  |yjcrsey Estuary SPA Hhderdiseussion-Agreed
. [oss of functionally-linked habitat (i.e. and no further
Estuary SPAand sment The Mersey Estuary SPA and Ramsar site high-tide supporting habitat), it does not :
Ramsar site HENO1 is Jocated within the 20km initial search i b assessment s
0166/A |ag qi 4 out of furth matter to the assessment if birds from  |,ccessary
T radius and IS screened out or further this SPA sometimes move to the Mersey
5316 assessment. Cleare_r justification may Estuary SPA. This is a theoretical
o) support this conclusion. impact without definite evidence of a
- connection.
Natural England’s Relevant Very few wetland birds were recorded at
Representation (RR-026) — NE14 Connah’s Quay North during surveys for Natural England
Section 10.2.11 notes there will be ‘no the Proposed Development as reported  confirm their
meaningful difference’ in background in Appendix 11D: Ornithology Representation
Report conditions of barge movements but Technical Appendix {(ENO10166/APP- requested further
to acknowledges the proposal will lead to ~ [183}/6.4). Typically, the following clarity on the
inform  more intensified movement during the species were recorded on most survey  |meaning of ‘no
Habita construction and demolition period. visits in single figures: mallard, little meaningful difference’
Direct/indirect ts egret, cormorant, redshank, herring gull given this statement
impacts and loss |[Regula , and black-headed gull. Given the small |is vague and provides
1.1 pf FLL associated (tions m?c?rjrrna;tiEonngiI:?g agwse that further : use of this area bygSPA/ Ramsar birds, o dgtan as topbarge
4 to the Dee Asses : quired to support this and the fact that shippi Agreed
conclusion. pping passes movement numbers.
Estuary SPAand [sment Connah’s Quay North to access
Ramsar site ENO1 .
%(m Further information to determine the scale E:ggg;s g;?]){fslczr:]cti g{:tirr\ézzce is very Howe\t/er, %“éen these
PP-  pfchange and response of birds to barge ynjikely from the increased barge |mp?c derl Wel
2521 /6 ppassage. This may not be the same for all |,ovements. COININEA 1O ¥vales,
12) ~ [species and certain behaviours may be Natural England defer
more affected. This will vary with the tide to Natural Resources
and the impact of failing to feed may be Wales advice in
greater than disturbance of a roost. relation to this impact.
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therefore, the proposed barge use
represents only a small fraction of
available low-tide windows.

Temporary physical interaction between
the barge hulls and the seabed may
cause minor, short-term disturbance or
localised compression of sediments.
However, the soft, mobile sediments
that characterise the intertidal area are
naturally subject to regular reworking by
tidal and wave action, giving them a
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Assessment must determine if there will
be more than a 1% increase in
disturbance levels.
No use of the Connah’s Quay North site [The additional detail
for the purposes of the Proposed is welcome and
Development will occur during addresses the
operation. concerns raised.
Assessment of grounding out during Furthermore, as
construction is discussed in paragraphs these impacts will be
7.26 to 7.28 of the RIHRA limited to the Welsh
f(ENO10166/APP-2531/6.12) . as noted side of the Dee
by Natural England. Estuary we defer to
Natural Resources
During construction, as a worst-case Wales advice in
Frame assessment, approximately 60 barge  [elation to this issue.
work operations are anticipated over a 12-
Constr month period at Connah’s Quay North.
uction , In reality, the number of operations
Enviro fNatural England's Relevant would be less than this as the Applicant
Direct/indirect nment Representation (RR-026) - NE15 would also seek to utilise the existing
impacts and loss | Matenals for Water Connecfuon Corridor port facilities at Port of Mostyn and
11 bof ELL associated Manag will have materials brought in by barge Ellesmere Port. Each barge would
5 fto the Dee ement between April and June inclusive. ground at low tide, remaining in contact Agreed
Estuary SPA and Plan with the intertidal sediments only for the
Ramsar site (CEMP \ve advise the HRA must draw on findings [duration of a single tidal cycle (typically
) of wider documents for consistency. This [a few hours) before refloating on the
HENOT \must now progress to AA. subsequent tide. Based on published
0166/A tide-time data for the River Dee at
PP- Chester, the estuary experiences two
2461/6. low waters per 24-hour period
o) (approximately every 12 hours),
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high capacity for recovery from such
disturbance. Although this level of use
would be greater than current activity at
the quay, the spatial extent of contact
and the duration of each event remain
very limited.

The River Dee and Dee Estuary is a
highly dynamic system in which natural
erosion, deposition and sediment
transport processes continually reshape
the intertidal and subtidal zone. In this
context, the additional disturbance from
barge movements is expected to be
brief, localised and minimal (well within
the range of natural variability). Given
the limited frequency and scale of
activity and noting that other
developments considered are
predominantly terrestrial in nature and
not likely reliant on vessel operations,
no LSEs are predicted to any qualifying
features of the River Dee and Bala Lake
SAC.

Connah’s Quay North is in the Welsh
part of the SAC. NRW has not
expressed any disagreement with the
Applicant’s assessment of impacts from
Connah’s Quay North on River Dee &
Bala Lake SAC in their RR [RR-027].

1.1
6

Direct/indirect
impacts and loss
of FLL associated
to the Dee
Estuary SPA and
Ramsar site

Report
to
inform
Habita
ts
Regula
tions
Asses
lsment
HENO1
0166/A
PP-

Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE16

Natural England note that operational
noise has been screened out of further
assessment and has not progressed to
AA. We do not concur with this approach.
Where there is a change of 3dB or more
within baseline noise levels a LSE should
be identified and considered within AA,
and in - combination with other proposals,
where necessary.

Both A-weighted maximum sound level
(LAmax) and A-weighted equivalent
continuous sound level (LAeq) have
been considered in the assessment.
The affected areas of the Dee Estuary
SAC / SPA / Ramsar site are within
Wales and as set out in the RIHRA
F[(EN010166/APP-253}/6.12) . NRW
has agreed to the use of noise
thresholds for disturbance in a Microsoft
Teams meeting on 8 May 2025 as
detailed in Section 2 of the Draft NRW
SoCG (EN010166/APP/8.2). In fact,

Natural England
acknowledges that
noise modelling
indicates that there
will be no operational
noise impacts on the
English part of the
Dee Estuary SPA,
Ramsar site and
SSSI.

Consequently,
Natural England

Agreed
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2631/6
.12)

Both LAmax and LAeq units of
measurement must be considered as
separate issues within the HRA process.

NRW have agreed to using a higher
threshold than The Applicant has used
in the RIHRA {(EN010166/APP-
2531/6.12) (70 dB rather than the 60 dB
used in RIHRA [(EN010166/APP-
253}1-/6.12) ). Since NRW have agreed
to the use of noise thresholds, where
noise due to the Proposed Development
would fall below the 60 dB Lamax
threshold it is not necessary to carry
forward to Appropriate Assessment. The
Applicant would also note that Natural
England have agreed to use of a 60dB
noise threshold on other projects as
noted in the RIHRA {(EN010166/APP-

2531/6.12) (see paragraph 6.3.5).

With regard to paragraph 7.2.19 and
7.3.2 of RIHRA {{EN010166/APP-
253}./6.12) . 7.2.19 refers to baseline
noise levels whereas 7.3.2 refers to the
noise produced by the operational
development. Paragraph 7.3.2 states
that noise produced by the Proposed
Development during operation would
not exceed 60 dB (LAeq or LAmax).
Using the thresholds agreed with NRW
a conclusion of no LSE can therefore be
reached.

The affected areas are all in the Welsh
part of the SPA / Ramsar site. NRW has
not expressed any disagreement with
the Applicant’s noise assessment in
their RR [RR-027].

concur that this
impact does not need
to be considered
further.

1.1
7

Direct/indirect
impacts and loss
of FLL associated
to the Dee
Estuary SPA and
Ramsar site

Report
to
inform
Habita
ts
Regula
tions
Asses

Isment

Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE17

This section starting at 10.2.12 is
confusingly written and greater clarity is
required to clearly demonstrate which
works will cause an impact. This must be
clearly documented and transparent

Both LAmax and LAeq have been
considered in the assessment reported

in RIHRA {{ENO010166/APP-253}./6.12)

The assessment presented utilises the
60dB disturbance threshold rather than
using a comparison against baseline
noise. Since the affected areas are all in

Natural England’s
position in relation to
this point reflects that
set out in relation to
1.16 above.

We concur that this
impact does not

Agreed
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e The water connection works;

e The compound 1 enabling works;

e The compound 2 enabling works; and
e The main development area shrouded
piling.

assessment identifies that:

e ‘Site enabling works’, main civils
works’ and ‘plant installation works’
would all have noise levels below
60dB LAeq / LAmax provided the 3 m
acoustic fence, as detailed in the
Framework CEMP [(EN010166/APP-

2461,/6.5) | is in place.

e The ‘Water Connection Works’ and
‘Proposed Surface Water Outfall’
would be subject to seasonal
restriction, as detailed in the
Framework CEMP [(EN010166/APP-
2461,/6.5) , since acoustic fencing
would not be possible (as these works
are within the SPA).

As indicated in Appendix D of the
RIHRA [(EN010166/APP-253},/6.12)
.for the phases ‘Compound 1 enabling
works’ (Main Development Area),
‘Compound 2 enabling works’ (C&IEA),
‘Main Development Area Plant
Installation’, ‘Main Development Area
Enabling Works’ and ‘Main
Development Area Shrouded Piling’
noise levels in the SPA would exceed
60dB even with mitigation (e.g. shrouds
on piling or the 3 m acoustic fence).
However, in all cases this is a worst-
case that would only arise when the
plant is operating close to the SPA (as
noise levels have been modelled with
the plant on the boundary of the SPA)
and even then, would only affect
relatively small parts of the SPA as
noted. This is relevant because it means
that for the majority of these phases
(when plant is not operating adjacent to
the SPA) there would not be
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f(ENO1 |details of avoidance and mitigation Wales, the Applicant considers the require further
0166/A measures provided. thresholds agreed with NRW are consideration
PP- appropriate.
253H6 Fyrther assessment of:
-12) Regarding the specific points made, the
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exceedance of the agreed noise
thresholds in the SPA.

In other words, even in these phases
the exceedance of noise thresholds will
only be for relatively short periods, over
a small part of the SPA, and noise levels
would not be out of character with
existing baseline noise levels that the
birds already experience, thus meaning
‘significant disturbance’ (rather than just
any disturbance) would not arise.
‘Significant disturbance’ is defined by
the Agreement on the Conservation of
African-Eurasian Migratory Waterbirds
2016 as follows:

e “Disturbance should be judged as
significant if an action (alone or in
combination with other effects)
impacts on (water)birds in such a way
as to be likely to cause impacts on
populations of a species through
either:

e changed local distribution on a
continuing basis; and/or

e changed Iocal abundance on a
sustained basis; and/or

e the reduction of ability of any
significant group of birds to survive,
breed, or rear their young.”

Regarding changes in distribution, any
disturbance to be significant must
therefore be ‘continuing’ or ‘sustained’
rather than ephemeral or of short
duration. No other projects have been
identified as resulting in noise impacts
in the affected locations at the same
time as the Proposed Development
(since the Hynet COz2 Pipeline project
would have already been installed).
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NRW has not expressed any
disagreement with the Applicant’s noise
assessment in their RR [RR-027].
No residual impacts from lighting are
expected for the reasons explained in
10.3.1 of RIHRA {EN010166/APP-
2531/6.12) i.e. ‘... there would still be
an approximate 250 m gap between the
operational facility and the SPA
boundary to the west, including an
Report existing 2 m high bund on the SPA /
to PO Natural England’s Relevant Ramsar boundary. The way the Given that any
. Representation (RR-026) — NE18 Proposed Development layout has been ) X
inform , , designed, there would also be an residual impacts on
Habita [Natural England advise any residual - . designated sites from
) o L N~ approximately 30 m separation between [ i
Direct/indirect ts impacts from the lighting strategy are the o : s - lighting will only affect
X perational facility and the River
impacts and loss |Regula [addressed. Dee running parallel to the Proposed  [hose parts of the
1.1 lof FLL associated fions . . _ Development Site’, coupled with the Dee Estugry SPA, Agreed
8 o the Dee Asses |We advise any residual impacts from the lighting design controls set out in 10.3.2. Ramsar site and
Estuary SPAand sment |ighting strategy are addressed in the AA.  \ote that the lighting design controls ~ [Soo! Within Wales,
Ramsar site HENO1 are specified in the RIHRA Natural England defer
O166/A |increased lighting can also improve [(EN010166/APP-253}/6.12) and are  [© Natural Resources
PP- loredator species and cause a detriment  |not deferred to later stages. No FLL Wales advice on this
25316 o certain qualifying features. (that would not be lost to the Proposed ~ Point.
12) Development) would be illuminated in
any way.
The affected areas of Dee Estuary SPA
Ramsar site are in Wales. NRW has
not expressed any disagreement with
the Applicant’s disturbance assessment
in their RR [RR-027].
Report While the CQLCP Abated Generating Given that any
to Natural England’s Relevant Station would be closer to the SPA/ residual impacts on
inform [Representation (RR-026) — NE19 Ramsar than is currently the case there |designated sites from
Direct/indirect Habita [Noting the proposal will be closer to the  \would still be a 250 m separation from  [lighting will only affect
impacts and loss s Dee Estuary SAC, Ramsar site and SPA  the area of SPA/ Ramsar to the west  fthose parts of the
1.1 of FLL associated [Regula [than the current power station. and a 30 m separation from the River Dee Estuary SPA, Aareed
9 o the Dee tions Dee to the north as per paragraph Ramsar site and 9
Estuary SPAand |Asses |Natural England advise further 10.3.1 of RIHRA {{EN010166/APP- SSSI within Wales,
Ramsar site sment consideration of visual impacts 253}./6.12) . These separation distances Natural England defer
HENO1 throughout the relevant stages of the coupled with the lighting design controls to Natural Resources
0166/A HRA. set out in 10.3.2 would ensure no Wales advice on this
PP- adverse effect. Note that the lighting point.
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Natural England support the need to
avoid works in the wintering period.

10.2.17 of the RIHRA {{EN010166/APP-
253}/6.12) where it is identified that the
Water Connection Corridor works and

that this issue has
been addressed.
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25316 design controls are specified in the
.12) RIHRA {(EN010166/APP-2531/6.12)
and are not deferred to later stages. No
FLL (that would not be lost to the
Proposed Development) would be
illuminated in any way.
The affected areas of Dee Estuary SPA
Ramsar site are in Wales. NRW has
not expressed any disagreement with
the Applicant’s disturbance assessment
in their RR [RR-027].
This is a reference to the area of the
Natural England’s Relevant Dee Estuary SAC and SPA which will be
Representation (RR-026) — NE20 subject to 650 m2 of temporary habitat
[APP- |[This section identifies loss of roosting and |loss due to the construction of the
063] foraging habitat for Dee Estuary Proposed Surface Water Outfall, and a
Direct/indirect Chapt SPA/Ramsar site qualifying bird species, [few square metres of permanent loss.  |Given this issue
impacts and loss fer 25: specifically, Bar -tailed godwit, Pintail, This is discussed in RIHRA relates to impacts in
1.2 of FLL associated [Summ [Curlew and Redshank. F(EN010166/APP-253}/6.12) (e.g. Wales alone Natural Agreed
0 [fothe Dee fary of paragraphs 10.2.1 to 10.2.18) and is England defer to 9
Estuary SPA, Likely This must be specifically discussed within [@ddressed through setback of defences NRW's advice on this
Ramsar site Signifi the HRA. Acknowledging proposals are  south of the existing Connah’s Quay matter.
cant  for on and off-site enhanced habitat, we  [Power Station that will allow existing
Effects l3dvise further information is needed to saltmarsh to retreat inland and therefore
determine the suitability of any persist, rather than be lost due to
mitigation/compensation. coastal squeeze as would occur
otherwise.
Natural Enaland’s Relevant Necessary noise mitigation detailed in |z ¢ the Framework
Representation (RR-026) — NE21 the Framework CEMP CEMP will be
, - - t(ENO10166/APP-246}/6.5) is already |socured via a DCO
[APP- Noise and visual disturbance to the Dee giscussed in RIHRA {(ENO10166/APP- [0 i oo - S
063] [Fstuary SPA and Ramsar site will occur to 2531 /6 12) . Using shrouds on piling av%idance of over-
Direct/indirect Chapt (qualifying bird species as above. equipment is discussed in paragraph | intering work, which
impacts and loss |er 25: 10.2.16 and 10.2.17, of the RIHRA we welcome h’as
1.2 of FLL associated [Summ [This requires noise mitigation and [(EN010166/APP-2531./6.12) . the 3m oo identified as a Agreed
1 o the Dee ary of sensitive timings of work when working in jacoustic fence during construction is suitable mitigation
Estuary SPAand |[Likely [the Surface Water Outfall area and Water |discussed in paragraph 10.2.12 and measure in the
Ramsar site Signifi |Connection Corridor to avoid the over - 10.2.17 of the RIHRA {(ENO10166/APP- oL iRA Natural
cant  \wintering period. 253}/6.12) . while seasonal restriction is ;
Effects discussed in paragraph 10.2.12 and England are satisfied
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Proposed Surface Water Outfall would
need to be constructed outside the
sensitive period for Dee Estuary SPA/
Ramesar, i.e. outside the period of
September to March.

Direct/indirect
impacts and loss
1.2 of FLL associated
2 o the Dee
Estuary SPA and
Ramsar site

Appen
dix 1A:
Scopin

Report
[APP-
172]

Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE22

It remains uncertain whether in -river
works will be avoided.

We advise that potential in-river works be
progressed to AA.

These activities could negatively affect
water quality, reduce feeding resources
for birds and directly disturb or displace.

The only ‘in river’ works proposed are
the use of Connah’s Quay North for
barge deliveries and works in the Water
Connection Corridor to the existing
cooling water infrastructure. These are
both discussed in the RIHRA
F(EN010166/APP-283}/6.12) . Use of
Connah’s Quay North is discussed in
paragraphs 7.2.6 to 7.2.8 (and further
discussed in the Applicant’s response to
NE14 and NE15). Works in the Water
Connection Corridor are discussed in
paragraphs 7.2.9 to 7.2.12 of RIHRA
FI(EN010166/APP-253}/6.12) . In both
cases a conclusion of no LSE has been
reached for the reasons set out in those
paragraphs. The fact that works will take
place within the Dee Estuary SAC / SPA
Ramsar site does not necessarily
mean that a LSE will automatically
arise, as this depends on the nature of
the works. As per paragraph 7.2.10 of
RIHRA {(EN010166/APP-253}./6.12)
access to the infrastructure in the Water
Connection Corridor to replace the eel
screens and undertake other minor
refurbishment would be undertaken at
low tide (divers will also be present for
safety reasons) while paragraphs
10.2.12 and 10.2.17 of RIHRA
f(EN010166/APP-2531/6.12) both make
it clear that the Water Connection
Corridor works would be timed to avoid
the winter, thus avoiding disturbance of
SPA birds.

Natural England
welcome the
clarification provided
here.

Natural England
welcome the
commitment to
avoiding work during
the sensitive over-
wintering period and
have no further
concerns regarding
this impact.

Agreed

2.0 Qualifying habitat loss and degradation

Water quality &
2.1 water quantity,
level and flow

Report
o
inform

Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE23

he Applicant has taken mitigation
measures into account which would be
legally required even if no Habitats sites

Natural England
concur that the
approach taken with

Agreed
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SAC, Ramsar site
and the River Dee
& Bala Lake SAC

Regula
tions
Assess
ment {(
ENO10
166/AP
P-
253}-/6
-12)

measures (such as surface water
drainage strategies, CEMP and existing
consents/permits) to prevent a LSE.

Following the People Over Wind ruling by
he Court of Justice of the European
Union, NE advise amendment to the
HRA.

here there is reference to existing
permits and consents, we advise
pertinent safeguarding details such as
duration of consent, locations of consent,
if the site is using the full consented
olume of water and if any review of
consents would be planned for the near
uture are included.

he following activities will require
progression to AA:

Construction and demolition - Offloading
of materials at Connah’s Quay North
ater Connection Corridor - Utilisation of
existing discharge infrastructure and
existing cooling water abstraction within
he River Dee subject to further additions
and refurbishment

ater Connection Corridor -
Refurbishment and upgrades by divers
and a support boat/barge, with access
over the saltmarsh

ater Connection Corridor - The
proposed surface water outfall including
he need to walk across Qualifying
saltmarsh

Operational Main Development Area —
Recirculation of hybrid cooling of both the
Combined Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT)
and Carbon Capture Plant (CCP)
Operational Main Development Area —
Surface water management including
contaminant handling and foul water
management.

existing abstraction consents and
existing infrastructure). See preceding
response (NE22) for confirmation that
there will be no refurbishment in the
Water Connection Corridor by divers,
who are purely there for safety. This,
and the fact that works will instead be
done by walking over the saltmarsh, is
not a mitigation measure introduced to
protect Habitats sites but an inherent
part of the construction methodology for
the Proposed Development.

Such measures can be considered
during LSE as an integral embedded
part of the development design or if it is
required to comply with other legislation
unrelated to Habitats sites. As noted in
paragraph 7.2.35 of RIHRA
f(ENO10166/APP-253}/6.12) the
Environmental Damage (Prevention and
Remediation) (England) Regulations
2015 (and the Environmental Damage
(Prevention and Remediation)
(Amendment) (Wales) Regulations
2015) and the Environmental Permitting
(England and Wales) Regulations 2016
make it an offence to pollute
watercourses, irrespective of whether
they are Habitats sites or connect to
Habitats sites. The water quality
protection measures identified in
paragraph 7.2.36 of RIHRA
f(ENO10166/APP-253}/6.12) (regarding
construction) and 7.3.20 to 7.3.22
(regarding drainage during operation)
would therefore be legally required even
if there was no designation associated
with the Dee Estuary.

Similarly, regarding abstraction, the

RIHRA [(ENO10166/APP-2531/6.12)

confirms that the Applicant will continue

Given that any
impacts will occur on
the Welsh side of the
Dee Estuary, Natural
England defer to
Natural Resources
Wales’s advice on
this point and have
no further comment

Releva Deadline4Final Natura
Re Rt lic Summary of Natural England Comment |Applicant’s position Commentary :En lan
Subject PP within their Relevant Representation at Deadline 1 [REP1- g Status
f ation d RAG
O [RR-026] [062
ocu
ment
impacts at the Habitat A number of impact pathways have not are involved, or which are already in regard to mitigation is
Dee Estuary S progressed to AA and rely on mitigation place and operating (e.g. reliance on appropriate.
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to operate within the limits of the
existing licence (paragraph 7.3.17 to
7.3.18). Whether the full consented
volume of the existing abstraction
licence is currently being used is not
relevant because the assessments
made by NRW when issuing the licence
will have assessed the maximum
permitted abstraction.
Other mitigation measures, such as
those secured independently by the
requirement for detailed CEMP(s) or a
detailed drainage strategy in
accordance with the Draft DCO
F(ENO10166/APP-0483/3.1) (and not
simply where the CEMP repeats a
statutory requirement) or which are not
covered by consented permits, are not
taken into account at the LSE stage and
have only been taken into account for
the Appropriate Assessment.
Comments regarding classification of 'The parties continue
Natural England’s Relevant continuing management of the existing o discuss this matter.
Representation (RR-026) — NE24 SAC / SPA / Ramsar areas within At Deadline 3 Natural
Section 10.2.1 details the direct and Applicant ownership as mitigation are  [England have
Report [Permanent loss of qualifying saltmarsh noted and are being considered. provided the following
to habitat at an area of 650mZ2. This habitat comments which the
inform lis @ notified feature of the Dee Estuary The managed retreat of existing Applicant is
Direct habitat loss [Habita [SAC and will also support notified bird defences south of the existing Connahs Feviewing:
or damage to ts species associated with the Ramsar site Quay Power Station are considered
qualifying habitat [Regula @nd SPA. mitigation in this case for the reasons  |Natural England Agreed that impacts are in Wales
5 o Withinthe Dee  fions set out in paragraph 10.2.10 of RIHRA  |maintains our position so NRW's advice is key.
Estuary SAC and |Asses [Habitat management would not be [(EN010166/APP-253}/6.12) ‘Setting  |that the measures Not agreed on the interpretation of
Ramsar site and |[sment sufficient to address concerns as this back the embankment would reduce described to address the Habitats Regulations
the River Dee and [[(ENO1 would likely infer compensation and be a |long-term losses of saltmarsh in the permanent loss of
Bala Lake SAC  [0166/A Irequirement of the IROPI opinion Dee Estuary due to coastal squeeze saltmarsh habitat
PP-  |(Imperative Reasons of Public Interest) in |and thus ensure no net loss of grass constitute
25316 which the appropriate stages of the HRA  [dominated SM16 or SM28 saltmarsh in |compensatory
.12) must be progressed to. the Dee Estuary by enabling the measures under the

Measures to address impacts should also
function to the benefit of the bird species.

saltmarsh in the existing area to expand
landwards. Provided this is done before
the existing area of saltmarsh is lost it

would allow the saltmarsh (which would

Habitats Regulations
but recognise that a
‘Without Prejudice’
Derogations paper

32



Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power

EN010166/APP/8.16

Final Statement of Common Ground between Uniper UK Limited and Natural England

Subject

Releva
nt
Applic
ation
Docu
ment

Summary of Natural England Comment
within their Relevant Representation
[[RR-026]

Applicant’s position
at Deadline 1 [REP1-
062

Deadline4Final
Commentary

Natura
I

Englan
d RAG

Status

be a naturally shifting community
without hard defences) to move
naturally inland to a greater extent by
managed realignment than the loss due
to the new outfall and therefore avoid a
net loss. It would therefore not conflict
with the conservation objectives
regarding extent or proportions. This is
considered to offset the impact on
saltmarsh rather than represent
‘compensation’ in the context of the
Habitats Regulations. With these
measures in place, no adverse effect on
the integrity of the SAC / SPA / Ramsar
site’.

Given the managed retreat to offset this
impact is within the Dee Estuary only
1.5km upstream of the area of loss, and
would enable the persistence of an
existing area of saltmarsh similar to that
which will be lost but of larger extent, for
a much longer period than would be the
case without the managed retreat, it is
considered appropriate and would be
used by SPA bird species just as the
existing saltmarsh that would retreat is
used.

The Applicant notes from NRW’s RR
[RR-027] that ‘We acknowledge that
such proposals could potentially be
considered as mitigation for HRA
purposes but consider that this would
be subject to their effectiveness being
certain and that the mitigation measures
will be in place before the
commencement of the associated
impacts on the affected site’.

In response to the Procedural
Decision [PD-006] dated 25 November
2025, the Applicant has prepared and
submitted a Notice of a proposed
without prejudice Habitats

has been submitted
and that the decision
as to how the
legislation should be
applied lies with the
Competent Authority.

As this impact will be
on the Welsh side of
the Dee Estuary,
Natural England defer
to Natural Resources
Wales’s advice but
note that in their
Written
Representations, they
also consider these
measures to be
compensation due to
a lack of scientific
certainty.
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Regulations Assessment (HRA)
derogation in Wales[PDA-003}-
(ENO10166/APP/9.2) . Within the
derogation, information is provided to
show the Applicant has considered and
can demonstrate that there are no
alternative and less damaging solutions
to the Proposed Development as
proposed, that there are imperative
reasons of overriding public interest and
that, if not considered mitigation, the
necessary compensation measures can
be secured.
Since the proposal involves continuing  [Natural England
existing management, already agreed  |welcome the
with NRW through the existing commitment to
Conservation Areas Management Plan, [prepare aan Outline
there is a high level of confidence that it [Saltmarsh Creatien
would be feasible. Strategyyimplementat
ion and Monitoring
The Applicant will prepare a Detalledhas [1a0
Report prepared an Outline Saltmarsh ($N810166/AZZ/6'16
o Creation-Strategylmplementation and %:o(r)nr:itsn?ggtn\a/vith%a
inform Mo_nitor_inq Plan (EN010166/APP/6.16) the DCO
Direct habitat loss |[Habita : which will be supported by a new '
or damage to bs Natural England’s Relevant requirement within the Draft DCO
qualifying habitat Regula Helresentation (RR026) - NE25 [APP-019} tobe prepared priorte  Natural England note
within the Dee tions The HRA does not include details of the |censiructionin-general-accerdance-with that this was also
23 stuary SAC Asses Mmanagement agreement of the saltmarsh |a-rew-FramewerkSalimarsh-Creation requested by Natural Agreed
Ramsar site énd lsment associated with the development. It is e Regourqes Wales in
the River Dee and [{{ENO1 unknown if this compensation/mitigation  Beadtre-(ENO10166/APP/3.1) . This their Written
Bala Lake SAC 0166/A IS feasible at this stage. new requirement will include Representations.
PP appropriate wording in connection to
253} /6 Work No. 5 (Construction of a surface  |Gjyen the Outline
12) - water discharge). This Strategy will Saltmarsh Creaticn

include details of any proposed
monitoring (to be implemented during
construction and used through
operation) following its creation and
provide details of a contingency plan
should the saltmarsh not establish.

'The managed retreat area would be
subject to the same nitrogen deposition

Strategyimplementat
ion and Monitoring

Plan
(EN0O10166/APP/6.16
) relates to work
within Wales Natural
England defer to
NRW’s advice on this
document.
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as existing saltmarsh in this location,
but it would allow the persistence of an
area of saltmarsh that would otherwise
be lost to sea-level rise in the long-term.
The RIHRA {(EN010166/APP- He—sartesestiree
2531/6.12) prepared by the Applicant to-discuss-this-matter
states that ‘With the Dee General
Directions in place no additional water — [The Applicant has
supplies beyond existing consents and |, reed with NE to
licensed volumes would be required for |, qate the RIHRA
the Proposed Development’ (paragraph | [EN010166/APP/6.12
, 7.2.42). It also notes that the Applicant |, 5t Deadline 6 to
Report Natural England’s Relevant is not proposing to amend the existing  inciuded water quality
to Representation (RR-026) — NE26 abstraction licence and permitted vithin the Appropriate
inform I-SES are sireert'l:d g'ltjt cl>f further t discharge Iirtnilts con’gtrczlled via thrc]a IAssessment. This
e : ... [@assessment as the Site Improvemen environmental permit (paragraphs -
[ualiying habitat 2B lojan for the Dee Estuary does not identify [7.3.17 and 7.3.18). Since the existing %v NE
degradation Regula change in wa.ter_quan’gity, Ie\_le_l and_ flow abstrag:t?ons have no_t bee_n put forward
\Water Quantit tions 125 threat to site integrity as it is a tidal for revision, the Applicant is not However. as NE have
24 Y, A ecosystem. Natural England do not changing the existing baseline, and that : Not Agreed
!_evel ?n,? I;Low -s:mseenst concur. baseline has been deemed acceptable not.b\eetr;] ablztct) q
&F;a;:tu:rye L(EN01 |We would expect details of change in use through the grant of the existing rReI\{JiE/Z\ pﬁoﬁoa £

and potential changes to hydrological

environmental permit.

SAC, Ramsar site |[0166/A : o X deadline 6, this
PP- regime, ﬂoyv and velocny,' mcludmg water atter is marked as
2531 /6 chemistry, impact on sedimentation and ‘Not Agreed’. It is
12) water temperature to support the considered that
assessment. following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
I8
Qualifying habitat |Report Natural England’s Relevant During construction, approximately 60  |As any impacts from
loss and to Representation (RR-026) — NE27 barge operations are anticipated over a |parges grounding on
degradation inform [The HRA does not identify LSE to benthic [12 month period at Connah’s Quay inter-tidal sediments
05 Water quality &  |[Habita |habitats and coastal geomorphology at North. In reality, the number of will be on the Welsh
"~ water quantity, ts designated sites. operations would be less than this as side of the Dee
level and flow Regula This requires consideration, both alone the Applicant would also seek to utilise  [Estuary, Natural
impacts at the tions and in - combination during all stages of  [the existing port facilities at Port of England defer to
Dee Asses the scheme. Mostyn and Ellesmere Port. Each barge [Natural Resources

Agreed
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scour from tidal flows interacting between
seabed and boat surfaces.

Assessment should consider not only the
soft sediment habitats that characterise
much of the area but also the morphology
of the seabed and potential for habitat
recovery.

Although the impact of offloading may be
moderate and result in no LSE on the
River Dee and Bala Lake SAC, the
cumulative impacts with other activities
associated with the development or other
projects in the estuary may not be
negligible

Surface water drainage including
sediment laden run -off must be
adequately assessed during construction,
demolition and operational phases.

the River Dee at Chester, the estuary
experiences two low waters per 24-hour
period (approximately every 12 hours),
therefore, the proposed barge use
represents only a small fraction of
available low-tide windows.

Temporary physical interaction between
the barge hulls and the seabed may
cause minor, short-term disturbance or
localised compression of sediments.
However, the soft, mobile sediments
that characterise the intertidal area are
naturally subject to regular reworking by
tidal and wave action, giving them a
high capacity for recovery from such
disturbance. Although this level of use
would be greater than current activity at
the quay, the spatial extent of contact
and the duration of each event remain
very limited.

The River Dee and Dee Estuary is a
highly dynamic system in which natural
erosion, deposition and sediment
transport processes continually reshape
the intertidal and subtidal zone. In this
context, the additional disturbance from
barge movements is expected to be
brief, localised and minimal (well within
the range of natural variability). Given
the limited frequency and scale of
activity, and noting that other
developments considered are
predominantly terrestrial in nature and
not likely reliant on vessel operations,
no LSEs are predicted to any qualifying
features of the River Dee and Bala Lake
SAC.

Releva Deadline-4Final Natura

Re Rt lic Summary of Natural England Comment |Applicant’s position Commentary :En lan
Subject PP within their Relevant Representation at Deadline 1 [REP1- 9 Status

f ation d RAG

Docu [[RR-026] [062

ment

sment [There is the potential for increased would ground at low tide, remaining in  Wales advice on this

f(ENO1 (disturbance to bed and banks morphology icontact with the intertidal sediments impact and have no

0166/A associated with vessels movement — e.g. |only for the duration of a single tidal further comment.

PP- vessel wake — and barges left to ground  cycle (typically a few hours) before

253}/6 |out on the riverbed at low tide with refloating on the subsequent tide.

.12) consequent direct footprint and potential Based on published tide-time data for
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Surface water runoff during construction
will be managed in accordance with the
Framework CEMP {(EN0O10166/APP-
2461/6.5) and during operation would
be managed in accordance with the
Outline Surface Water Drainage
Strategy [APP-213]. Please also see
further details provided in response to
NRW46.
Connah’s Quay North is in the Welsh
part of the SAC. NRW has not
expressed any disagreement with the
Applicant’s assessment of impacts from
activities at Connah’s Quay North on
River Dee & Bala Lake SAC in their RR
[RR-027].
This matter has been addressed in the
Applicant’s response to NE24.
, The Applicant notes that landowners are
Report WWNEZS required to maintain land designated as
to epresentation (RR- = SSSI in favourable condition. The
inform | \atural England do not concur that Applicant understands Natural
. . Habita mitigation can be applied to the direct loss England’s point to be that the Applicant
Qualifying habitat | of saltmarsh. would be required to continue the
loss and Requla Ve also raise concerns that the proposal ~ existing management of the Connah’s ~ (Given the saltmarsh
degradation tiogs seeks to extend the duration of existing  |Quay Conservation Areas throughout  |oss is within Wales,
2.6 Direct habitat loss Asses [Na@bitat management under mitigation the lifetime of the Proposed Natural England defer Agreed
within the Dee lsment proposals. Development to comply with the WCA to'NRW’s advice on
Estuary SAC and ((EN01 [Natural England advise that landowners 1981 and therefore this is not mitigation [this matter.
Ramsar site 0166/A @re required to maintain land designated [for the loss of saltmarsh. The Applicant
PP- as a SSSI in favourable condition in line  notes that even if the continued
2531 /6 [Vith the requirements of S28 of the management of the Conservation Areas
.12) ~ |Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as was disregarded, the setback of flood
amended). defences south of the existing power
station would still be sufficient as it
would enable far more habitat to persist
in the face of sea level rise than would
be lost to the new outfall.
Qualifying habitat [Report ’ The figure of 650 m? is temporary loss At Deadline 3 Natural
2.7 |oss and to P —g—:atural En I'a nd's Relevant assoc?ated with the installatri)on c:]y England provided the Agreed
. . epresentation (RR-026) — NE29 . . . )
degradation inform connection of the drainage network from following comments:
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Direct habitat loss
or damage to
qualifying habitat
within Dee
Estuary SAC,
Ramsar site and
SPA and the River
Dee and Bala
Lake SAC

Habita
ts
Regula
tions
Asses
sment
I(ENO1
0166/A
PP-
253}-/6
-12)

It is not clear how the conclusion of no
erosion at the outfall is assessed and
whether this was the outcome of
modelling considering the type of
sediment and design of the structure.

The new surface water outfall design has
not yet been finalised, the figure of 650m
2 for saltmarsh loss during construction of
the new outfall should be justified and
related to the dimensions of the structures
to be created/refurbished. This figure
should also include any area affected not
only by the scouring effect of the
discharge of water from the outfalls, but
also by potential scour due to tidal flows
around the structures.

within the Main Development Area to
the proposed outfall. This area is based
on the dimensions of the expected
construction footprint as shown within
the Order limits. It is therefore worst-
case as it cannot go beyond the Order
limits. The permanent loss associated
with the with the proposed headwall
structure is in the region of 5 m? but is
subject to detailed design.

The assessment does not include scour
losses because as detailed in
paragraph 10.2.2 of the RIHRA
f(EN010166/APP-253},/6.12) , no scour
losses are expected. The erosion
assessment was a qualitative
assessment made by a coastal process
specialist, as modelling was not
considered necessary. The conclusion
is based on the fact (as noted in
paragraph 10.2.2 of the RIHRA
f(EN010166/APP-2531)/6.12) ) that
velocities are not high enough to cause
scour erosion around the new outfall.
The Applicant undertook a walkover
survey on the 23 January 2026 to
validate this position. The findings of
this will be reported at Deadline 2.

It is highly standard that the detailed
design process for DCOs does not start
until after consent is granted, and if
development consent is granted based
on a temporary loss of 650 m? the
contractors would need to work within
these parameters. Section 2.13 of the
Framework CEMP [(EN010166/APP-
2461/6.5) provides further details on
mitigation measures specific to the
Surface Water Outfall Area within which
these works would take place.

The area of managed retreat to offset
losses of saltmarsh is much larger than

Natural England note
that Natural
Resources Wales
have raised the
potential for scour
impacts in the Written
Representations.

As any impacts from
this will be within the
Welsh side of the

Dee Estuary SAC,
Natural England defer
to Natural Resources
Wales advice on this
issue.

Natural England
agree that there will
be no impacts to
River Dee and Bala
Lake SAC from this
impact.
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the temporary and permanent losses
combined so would address any lag
time in restoration of saltmarsh post-
construction.
It should be noted that no works are
proposed in River Dee & Bala Lake
SAC, hence direct habitats loss
associated with this site are not
assessed in the RIHRA
f(ENO10166/APP-2583}-/6.12) .
Natural England’s Relevant This matter has been acknowledged in Grosn
Representation (RR-026) — NE30 the Applicant’s response to NE29. The  |As this point relates
A general model of the hydrodynamics  |erosion assessment was a qualitative  to the impacts on
Wat ity [Appen and sediment dynamics of the study area assessment made by a coastal process saltmarsh from the
ater quality dix 1A: |has been carried out, but not one specific [specialist, as modelling was not cooling water outflow,
water quantity, copin [to the impact of the outfall flows on the ~ [considered necessary. The conclusion  which will be on the
2.g feveland flow E morphology of the saltmarsh. is based on the fact (as noted in Welsh side of the Agreed
I[Teza[gts,stt?etlses Ac [Report paragraph 10.2.2 of the RIHRA Dee Estuary Natural
and Ramsar site  KAPP- [Further modelling is proposed in 14.5.2 HENO10166/APP-2534/6.12) ) that England deferto
172] but subject to temporary works in the velocities are not high enough to cause .NRW s advice on this
river. This does not currently provide scour erosion around the new outfall. issue.
sufficient evidence to conclude no LSE
within the HRA.
There is no dredging proposed as part  [Natural England
of the construction or operation of the welcome the
Natural Enaland’s Relevant Proposed Dev_elopment. For this clarific_:ation_ that no
—g—Re resentation (RR-026) — NE31 reason, dredging has nqt been dredging will occur as
Appen During operation, temporary increases in discussed or assessed in the RIHRA part of the proposal,
Water quallty & dix 1A: SSC sediment deposition may occur from HENO10166/APP 1&.12). ?;:si(r:\(i:ne ptatshteo whv it
water quantity, Scopin potential maintenance dredging, has not bge - y
29 !evel and flow potentially leading to contaminant ; ; Agreed
impacts atthe oot Imobilisation turbidity considered in the
Dee Estuary SAC [ AI?P- ' RIHRA.
and Ramsar site 172] ) ) )
The opgratlonal |mpapts of sgdlment Natural England are
deposition and dredging requirements h -
: S satisfied this
has not been discussed within the HRA ddresses our
concerns and have
no further comment
Water quality & Appen ) Appendix 14-B: Land Contamination
3'1 water quantity, dix %WME% Methodology [APP-217] is a As any contaminants Agreed
level and flow 14B: methodology document. The relevant  will be from land in
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We do not support accidental
immobilisation of contaminants into the
designated water sites.

Contaminated land should be identified as
a LSE within the HRA. Progression to AA
is required.

assessment is presented Chapter 14:
Geology and Ground Conditions
[APP-052]. Paragraph 14.6.10 of
Chapter 14: Geology and Ground
Conditions [APP-052] states: ‘To
summarise the assessment presented
in Appendix 14-C: Potential Areas of
Contamination and Further Risk and
Impact Assessment
(ENO10166/APP/6.4), there are no
significant effects assessed for the
construction of the Proposed
Development’, while paragraph 14.6.13
states that ‘To summarise the
assessment presented in Appendix 14-
C: Potential Areas of Contamination and
Further Risk and Impact Assessment
(ENO10166/APP/6.4), there are no
significant post-construction (i.e.
remediation) effects; effects are
considered to be negligible to minor
beneficial (not significant).” Therefore,
no actual leaching of contamination is
expected. Since remediation or
containment of contaminants would be
a legal requirement even if there were
no Habitat sites involved, this does not
need taking forward to Appropriate
Assessment

The Order limits are entirely within
Wales. NRW has not raised any
concern over this issue in their RR [RR-
027].

Wales, Natural
England defer to
NRW’s advice on this
matter

21
1

[APP-
Water quality & 037]
water quantity, Enviro
level and flow nment
impacts at the |
Dee Estuary tatem
SAC, Ramsar site lent
and SPA and Non-
River Dee and echni
Bala Lake SAC al
umm

Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE33

'The potential for major accidents and
disasters has not been discussed within
the HRA.

The RIHRA {(EN010166/APP-
253}/6.12) considers the reasonably
foreseeable implications of delivering
the Proposed Development at Connah’s
Quay such as through pollution. Major
accidents and disasters can occur at
any power station or construction site
but are not covered in the HRAs for
those projects because they are not a
planned or expected outcome of

Natural England
accept that any major
accident issues will
be considered under
the relevant
legislation and have
no further comment.

Agreed
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lary operation of the Proposed
(NTS) Development.
Chapter 22: Major Accidents and
Disasters [APP-060] identifies
legislation relevant to the control of
major accidents and disasters and
demonstrates all major accident and
disaster risk events would be tolerable
or tolerable-if as low as reasonably
practicable (ALARP) and therefore the
residual effects are Not Significant.
Natural England’s Relevant This representation is noted and no
Representation (RR-026) — NE34 further action is required as these
Report \ve support embedded mitigation such as [measures are secured by Requirement
to precautionary methods of vegetation 4 (Construction Environmental
Water quality &  [HOrM clearance, a minimum of 30 m ecological [Management Plan) of the Draft DCO
water quantity, :-Isablta safeguard zones for all construction H(ENO10166/APP-048}/3.1) . The
level and flow Regula laydown areas, for the protection of Comgutn:uer?r:s Rig'Ste:. [APP-251] ~ INatyral England
51 impacts at the fions E)ZT;SIEU\SIEJ graybltats/spemes occupying the perZLaenS;sms firr I(re]ac()::niﬁ (;?:/rildclajr; Isecunng welcome these
" |Dee Estua - measures bein Agreed
2 SAC, Ramrsyar site 'Is-\;see:'st commitment made by the Applicant. secured via a [?CO ]
and SPA and HENO1 Additional sediment control measures will requirement.
River Dee and 0166/A be in place around the Kelsterton
Bala Lake SAC PP. Brook/Old Rockcliffe Drain culvert.
2531/6
.12) The HRA may require amendment to
clearly state these measures will be
provided
3.0 Air quality and aerial pollutants
Report INatural England’s Rel ¢ Natural England’s concerns were The_pames—eemiﬂue
o Ra ura th_a” (SRReOZ\(IS?n NE35 addressed in the main text of Chapter 8: fte-¢iseussApplicant
i form epreseMalion (RR-eeb) — NE29 Air Quality [APP-046]. Table 8-5 provided Natural
Air quality and Habitat There remain outstanding concerns from |provides a response to each of Natural  [England with updated
aerial pollutants s our previous statutory engagement on the |[England’s comments in relation to air  [further clarification on
Atmospheric Regula PEIR document. quality. For example, the last version of  fthis matter. AtThis
3.1 pollution at tions We advise further information is still the Emission Factor Toolkit (v13) states |[nformation has now Not Agreed
: . required for: projections until 2040 can be used. been included within
internationally Assess ) . . :
designated sites |ment [ Clarity on the distance and screening Chapter 11:
=N010 [fthresholds for all sources (traffic and Terrestrial and
166/AP @dricultural), both alone and in - Aguatic Ecology
= combination (ENO10166/APP/6.2.
11) and the RIHRA
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The correct application of critical loads
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Impacts on supporting habitat

The Emission Factor Toolkit does not
recommend projecting figures beyond
2030. The explanation of emissions
assumed from 2034 is not provided.
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ment
253}/6 |Assessment of backup or auxiliary power (ENO10166/APP/6.12
.112) provisions ) at Deadline 3

Natural England-6.

However, as NE have

dod the followi
comments-whichnot
been able to review
the Applicant is

reviewing:-updated
documentation prior

to Deadline 6, this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline

Natura
|
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d RAG

Status
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Paragraph 7.2.56 of the RIHRA
F(EN010166/APP-253}/6.12) makes it
clear the critical levels for ammonia and
NOx would not be exceeded at this SAC
alone or in combination. This is true
during both construction and operation
of the Proposed Development. The only
interest feature of this SAC which is
identified on Air Pollution Information
Natural England’s Relevant System (APIS) as being sensitive to
Representation (RR-026) — NE36 nitrogen deposition is Luronium natans.
: : ; However, Luronium natans is known to
Air quality assessment must consider ’
expanding populations of Luronium be C°'_‘ﬁ"ed to Bala L_ake anq
natans. as;soaated slow ﬂqwmg sections of the
River Dee, approximately 50 km from
Report . . » the stretch of River Dee relevant to the , ,
bo Consideration of NH3 and NQx critical Proposed Development, and much Further information
. levels for the floating vegetation of the further than this following the river received from NRW
u‘;z::: watercourses (‘Water courses of plainto  |eanders. In subsequent comments, confirms that
o [ e ane Colmne. Savacnen el Englnd detes e Agpicant ST R
poIIutign at the tiogs vegetation’) is also not evidenced. spread through the river system, but this Io_wer stretches of the
3-2 |oiver Dee and Asses is unrealistic: the lower stretches of the |RIVer Dee. Agreed
Bala Lake SAC  Isment [WWe do not support the screening River Dee are of an entirely different
[(EN01 (conclusion that the species is only found  character to the upper stretches and Natural England
0166/A [N Bala Lake as aerial pollutants must not |apart from being too far from the concurs that the
PP- compound the ability for this species to  |existing populations for colonization, are [ikelihood of impacts
2531 /g [COlonise new areas. also too fast flowing for the speciesto o Bala Lake is
.12) o establish. minimal.

As the assessment has not considered all
Qualifying features, it is not possible to
exclude LSE from construction impacts
on the River Dee and Bala Lake SAC
based on the information provided within
the HRA documents.

The River Dee / Afon Dyfrdwy SSSI
Restoration Technical Report concludes
that the Lower Dee has “Limited
suitable habitat present in areas of
slower flows. High turbidity may be a
limiting factor”.

Luronium natans is well documented
(e.g. in the Natural Resource Wales
Core Management Plan including
Conservation Objectives for Afon Tywi /
River Tywi SAC as being confined to
Bala Lake and associated slow flowing
sections of the River Dee.
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The Applicant notes that NRW have not
disagreed with screening out the SAC in
their RR [RR-027].
Paragraphs 7.3.36 and 7.3.37 of the The parties—eontinue
RIHRA {(EN010166/APP-2531/6.12) R e
discuss air quality impacts on Mersey At Deadline-3-Natural
Estuary SPA / Ramsar from operation England-have
but not construction or demolition. This  |srovided the following
is because no part of the Affected Road |[comments-which-the
Network is within 200m of the SPA. Applicantis
Fertheupdated
clarification and
supporting
Report information regarding
o affected road network
inform and the Mersey
Habita [Natural England’s Relevant Estuary SPA/Ramsar
) s Representation (RR-026) — NE37 Hhits—operational
Atr|r|1c)t§phe;|<t:h Regula There is no assessment of potential Stack-NOx-process
33 IF\)AO u |onEat © jons |impacts to the Mersey Estuary Ramsar contrbutions-appear
: Re’sey St uary ', |Asses fsite and SPA. sal—howeverthere
sggsar site an ment is-ro-evidenced-has
HENOT it is not possible to exclude LSE at this geen noted. On the
OPLGGIA stage in the absence of evidence. asis forthe
- s
253}/6 A#eeted—Read .
12) e
(200m-of the site—and
no-constiyction-
phase-assessHent+s
e
retinformation
currently able-fo
o sonla sy
the-Hritsprovided,

Natural England

Natura

|

Englan
RAG
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considers this point
resolved.
R
e
= s o
A : :
R
|~or et
)
B
—deferto NR\W for
Natural England’s Relevant bt T
Representation (RR-026) — NE38 oot e
Report /Ammonia, nitrogen and acid deposition Bppeario-rchide
o arising from construction traffic must construction-tratfic-oF
inform [progress to AA. derstmodeiing—hor
Habita [The study area is shown in Figure 8.1 go-they-seem-to
Atmosoheric s EN010166 -000452 — ES Chapter 8: Air  [There are no Habitat sites within 200m  [E#5#gesha-Enghish
>P Regula Quality (Rev 00) (Chapter 8) but it is of the Affected Road Network other than [Fea-Welsh-units:
pollution at the ions unclear that this includes all roads where |Dee Estuary SAC / SPA/ Ramsar and  [Y&teral-Engrand
34 Dee Estuary . |Asses there would be a pollution change of >1% [River Dee & Bala Lake SAC, which e NotAgreed
SAC, Ramsar site ” i . ) construction-impacts
and SPA sment |of the critical level or load, or which roads |have been discussed in the RIHRA _ :
ENO1 were screened in as having >500AADT EN010166/APP-253}/6.12) . OR-BRY-EAGHSA-UAHS
0166/A as outlined in Table 1 Appendix 8C/ para from-the-evidence
PP- 8312 p#eweled—and_ '
. . thereforemainiains-a
25316 It is therefore not considered that . -
.12) sufficient evidence has been provided to ereRgRes s <
exclude AEOI to this protected site arising 5’59. HEh S ”’;.g”
from construction impacts. HHHeve HaPpHg
ard-construction
gt esr e e
ded-The

Applicant provided
Natural England with
updated information
regarding
atmospheric pollution
at the Dee Estuary
SAC, Ramsar site
and SPA . This
information has now
been included within
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Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and
Aquatic Ecology
(EN010166/APP/6.2.
11) and the RIHRA
(ENO10166/APP/6.12
) at Deadline 6.
However, as NE have
not been able to
review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6_ this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
7.
Paragraph 7.2.56 of the RIHRA
F(EN010166/APP-253}/6.12) makes it
clear the critical levels for ammonia and
NOx would not be exceeded at this SAC
Report 3Ione ot; i?hcombitnatitqn. Thi; is trui
e oy e e oty ShG | [umber romaten
:_T;ﬁ::: Representation (RR-026) — NE39 which is identified on APIS as being (r:?)?\?il:/nis t::;T
Air quality and ts It _is not possible to exclude LSE on the sensit[ve to nitrogen deposition is . [ uronium natans is
aerial pollutants  [Regula River Dee and Bala Lake SAC from Luronium natans. However, Luronium |, found within the
Atmospheric tions |mpa9ts qf nitrogen depOS|t_|or_1 due toin - |natans is known to be confined to Bala lower stretches of the
3.5 bollution at the Asses combination effects and existing Lake and associated slow flowing River Dee.
River Dee and Ement background levels. sections of the River Dee, Natural England
Bala Lake SAC [(ENO1 An AA has not been undertaken in approximately 50 km from the stretch of concurs that the
0166/A relation to River Dee and Bala Lake SAC, River Dee relevant to the Proposed likelihood of impacts
pp-  [outis required for nitrogen deposition and Development as the crow flies, and to Bala Lake is
253} /6 possibly ammonia. much further than this following the river minimal
12) - meanders. In subsequent comments, '
Natural England indicates the Applicant
should assume Luronium natans may
spread through the river system, but this
is unrealistic; the lower stretches of the
River Dee are of an entirely different
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d RAG

Status
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character to the upper stretches and
apart from being too far from the
existing populations for colonization, are
also too fast flowing for the species to
establish.
The River Dee / Afon Dyfrdwy SSSI
Restoration Technical Report concludes
that the Lower Dee has “Limited
suitable habitat present in areas of
slower flows. High turbidity may be a
limiting factor”.
Luronium natans is well documented
(e.g. in the Natural Resource Wales
Core Management Plan including
Conservation Objectives for Afon Tywi /
River Tywi SAC) as being confined to
Bala Lake and associated slow flowing
sections of the River Dee.
The Applicant notes that NRW have not
disagreed with screening out the SAC in
their RR [RR-027].
Natural England’s Relevant In-combination gmmonia from _ Ihe—pames-eem-m-ue
Representation (RR-026) — NE40 .op?r?tlona.lt:jr_affghwafn’t 8przs_er(ged Il'rt]y oo e s e
Clarity is needed in regard to the in - isoration within hapter <. .|r =uall
Report |-, mpination assessment and sources of AP P-046], or Appendix 8D: Air Matural-England
to emissions considered. Quality Operational Assessment continueto review
inform . L . F(ENO010166/APP-183}/6.4). In the these commentsin
. Habita The in -comblnat!on assessment IS Change Report, to be submitted at ;
Atmospheric ts unclear (cumulative PCs are included in Deadline 3, these impacts will be #ght—eﬁme—apda\teel_rh
pollution at Regula appendix 8D for NOx, Ndep and acid dep, oresented i’n isolation AQ-Fepen‘—_e
internationally bions _ [Put not ammonia) — and whether the ' Applicant provided
3.6 |designated sites | . |scope of in -combination projects is Natural England with Not Agreed
in - combination L~ complete. g;s:rt;iéntfr?g?natlon
:/rl,tg F()):cr:jt-:‘erc?slans HENO1 . . . combination
0166/A Kkeywords used in planning portal/ Permit Sssessment
PP- searches should pe provided to ensure Whis
253}/6 fhe scope is sufficient information has now
.12) Itis unclear if agricultural sources of been included within
emissions and traffic emissions from Chapter 11:
potential but not committed developments Terrestrial and
such as allocations in local plans have Aquatic Ecology
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been considered. It is recommended that (ENO10166/APP/6.2.
a live register of plans and projects is 11) and the RIHRA
maintained. This includes Enfinium (ENO10166/APP/6.12
Deeside Energy from Waste Plan and ) at Deadline 6.
HyNet - related point sources (e.g. other
CCPs) within 15 km to assist in an However. as NE have
updated assessment. not been able to
review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6. this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
7.
The only notable source of ammonia Fhe-partios—continue
within the grid square used for to-diseyss-this-matter
background ammonia is the A548 Natural-England
Natural Enaland’s Relevant Weighbridge road, which runs along the | tinue t0 raview
Natural England S kelévant
Representation (RR-026) — NE41 southern edge of the square. It would  hoco comments
Report (Clarity is needed in regard to the in - (t:snrc?::tcr)gz (t))rlgtgfzs;ﬁumrgﬁizzcrléground following-receipt-of
combination assessment and sources of - the-updated-AQ
::form emissions considered. homogenous across the remainder of = lccocomant The
: : the square. Applicant provided
Habita [The project alone would generate a PC of Natural Enaland with
Atmospheric ts 1.5% of the Nitrogen deposition critical The back d . a du;a . .n? an t'N '
>P Regula |oad and 2.4% in combination, so an LSE € background ammonia . e
pollution at the tions  (was identified concentrations will be updated in the regarding
3.7 Dee Estuary Asses Mable 35 of A ' dix 8D sh that th Change Report, with the latest value atmospheric pollution
SAC, SPA and apble 5o oTAppendix oL SNowWS that € iy APIS being 1.9 pg/md for the same [at the Dee Estuary
; ment contribution of the Proposed :
Ramsar site . grid square. SAC, SPA and
ENO1 Development to ammonia at receptor Ramsar site. This
0166/A |OE2 (Dee Estuary) would represent 2% _ . - formation has now
PP-  lof the lowest critical level for the SAC of ~ |With regard to the typographical error, T
253}/6 the Applicant acknowledges that the een included within
12) 1Hg/m3. contribution of the development alone is [chapter 11:
-12) Assuming the higher critical level P . Terrestrial and
(3ug/m3) it would contribute 0.67% alone 0.67% not 0.3%, although the Applicant i
(not 0.3% as stated in the Section 7.3.33). [21S0 notes this would not change the ~ Aduatic Ecolody
) ~ 7 [conclusion of the analysis. Nonetheless, (EN010166/APP/6.2.
since the air quality modelling is being ~ [L1)_and the RIHRA
amended for the Change Report this ‘EN°1016_6/APP/6-12
can be corrected in a future update to /-8t Deadline 6.
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Status

Not Agreed

48



Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power
EN010166/APP/8.16

Final Statement of Common Ground between Uniper UK Limited and Natural England

Releva IgeadI-MFinal
Re Rtpplic Summary of Natural England Comment JApplicant’s position ommentary
£ Subject ation within their Relevant Representation at Deadline 1 [REP1-
Docu [[RR-026] j062]
ment
the RIHRA to be submitted at Deadline
3. However, as NE have
not been able to
review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6, this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
[
Paragraph 7.2.56 of the RIHRA
Natural England’s Relevant [(ENO10166/APP-253}/6.12) makes it
Representation (RR-026) — NE42 clear the critical levels for ammonia and
It is not possible to exclude LSE on the NOXx would not be exceeded at this SAC
River Dee and Bala Lake SAC from alone or in combination. This is true
impacts of nitrogen deposition based on  |during both construction and operation.
the information provided within the HRA  [The only interest feature of this SAC
Report documents. which is identified on APIS as being ' '
€port || SE from operational ammonia at this sensitive to nitrogen deposition is Further information
Fo receptor can also not be excluded. Luronium natans. However, Luronium  received from NRW
L'";ﬁirt': natans is known to be confined to Bala confirms that '
s Assessment is available in Appendix 8D Lak? and ??ﬁocli?gted [S)'OW flowing Lu: ‘;”’”’Z ”‘f'tt:_nstr"s
: which indicates that in - combination sections of the River Dee, not found within the
g:)rl?l?tisc?r?z?(t:he E:g:'a impacts at receptor OE10 (project alone, approxmately 50 km from the stretch of Io_wer stretches of the
3-8 biver Dee and Asses [traffic impacts and cumulative added River Dee relevant to the Proposed River Dee.
Bala Lake SAC  lsment [together) could be over 1% of the Ndep ~ [Péveélopment as the crow flies, and
ENo4 [critical load (0.14kgN/halyr which is much further than this following the river INatural England
H_0166/A approx. 1.4% of the 10kgN/ha/yr critical ~ [Meanders. In subsequent comments, \concurs that the
T load — Table 36). Natural England |nd|cgtes the Applicant |jikelihood of impacts
b531/6 Ammonia was modelled at approx. should assume Luroplum natans may _ to Bala Lake is
12)  [0.02ug/m3 which is 0.67% of the 3ug/ma [SPréad through the river system, but this minimal.
critical level. As outlined for Dee Estuary |s_unreallst|c, the lower §tretches of the
below, uncertainty in the in -combination River Dee are of an entirely different
ammonia emissions and the character to the upper stretches and
comparatively high ammonia ap_aﬁ from bemg oo far from _the_
concentrations in the area (2.4pg/m3 at existing populathns for colonlzat_lon, are
receptor OE10) means that, in the also tqo fast flowing for the species to
absence of further evidence. establish.
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The River Dee / Afon Dyfrdwy SSSI
Restoration Technical Report concludes
that the Lower Dee has “Limited
suitable habitat present in areas of
slower flows. High turbidity may be a
limiting factor”.

Luronium natans is well documented
(e.g. in the Natural Resource Wales
Core Management Plan including
Conservation Objectives for Afon Tywi /
River Tywi SAC) as being confined to
Bala Lake and associated slow flowing
sections of the River Dee.

The Applicant notes that NRW have not
disagreed with screening out the SAC in
their RR [RR-027].

There is no requirement in law for
information about the sensitivity of the
qualifying features of a Habitat site to be
excluded from consideration at the HRA
screening stage of the HRA process.

Report Natural England’s Relevant
to Representation (RR-026) — NE43

inform [Consideration of the sensitivity of the bird
Habita [species associated with the SPA and

At heri ts Ramsar site would be relevant within an
Owlﬁfgn ;Ifh e Regula AA — but not at the screening stage.
P tions

3.9 Mersey Estua
Ramsgr site arr¥d Asses [The screening assessment should be

SPA sment hased on the PC modelled at the receptor
HENOT (in this case OE6). Tables 33, 35, 36 and
0166/A 138 in Appendix 8D indicate these would
PP-  be 0.1% for NOx, 0.2% for ammonia,
25316 0.4% for Ndep and 0.3% acid dep from
12)  the project alone.

Not Agreed
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Docu
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Summary of Natural England Comment
within their Relevant Representation
[[RR-026]

Applicant’s position
at Deadline 1 [REP1-
1062]

I(D:ead-um-4Final
ommentary

-
e
Gnethoroiorotha
il resoived The
Applicant provided
Natural England with
updated information
regarding
atmospheric pollution
at the Mersey Estuary

Ramsar site and SPA
. This information has
now been included
within Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and
Aquatic Ecology
(ENO10166/APP/6.2.
11) and the RIHRA
(EN0O10166/APP/6.12
) at Deadline 6.

However, as NE have
not been able to
review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6, this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
7.

Atmospheric
pollution at the
Dee Estuary
SAC, Ramsar
site, SPA

Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE44

The assessment has not addressed the
Conservation Objectives of the Dee
Estuary or whether this addition would
undermine these.

It is accepted that the addition is small
given the extent of saltmarsh in the

would arise:

As per paragraph 10.2.25 and 10.2.26
of the RIHRA {(EN010166/APP-
2531/6.12) the Applicant considers that
they have clearly justified why no LSE

‘This would affect approximately 1.3 ha
of saltmarsh or 0.008% of saltmarsh in

Natura

|

Englan
RAG

Status

Not Agreed
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H(ENO1 estuary, but it is unclear whether such the SAC. However, the following factors |Applicant provided
0166/A [addition would adversely impact on the and characteristics that counteract Natural England with
PP- integrity of the site. For example, if the negative ecological impacts must be updated information
2531-/6 upper saltmarsh (nearer the road) is more [taken into account: regarding
.12) botanically diverse than pioneer o The small (though not imperceptible) [2imospheric pollution
saltmarsh (which is more frequently impact; at the Dee Estuary
inundated) or supports qualifying species ; i« SAC, Ramsar site,
of the SPA, addition of pollutant to this | ane‘Z ffvgi/;gabtes,;?nee:fg’:/?ﬁgslg ,tehsg SPA . This
area may have an adverse effect not susceptible to nitrogen deposition; mform_ahon has now
directly related to its area. been included within
. . e The fact that less than 0.01% of :
The 5 -year construction period may also ) Chapter 11:
. . " saltmarsh in the SAC would be :
delay any ongoing decline in Ndep in the affected  and  this  would be a Terrestrial and
area. qualitative effect rather than loss of féqr:l;: |0c1 Eg /c:g%% 2
_ _ _ saltmarsh and may not arise at all in {7y 5 1 the RIHRA
Consideration of the impact on saltmarsh practice due to other confounding EN010166/APP/6.12
indicated that the proposed development factors such as management and tidal |\~ 5 qine 6
alone would result in increased Ndep inundation regime; :
(>1%) on 1.3ha of protected habitat from
ponstruction impacts. In -combinatjon * g}sp;?g&”flihgzzheﬁi? sﬁlgz{?erg: Hotwéever, absI NtE have
mpgpts woul_d be assumed to act in construction would last approximately — \eet?] ae q Ot d
addition to this. five years but the worst-case data (rjewe/v -
ocumentation prior
reported above are for the worst-case to Deadline 6. this
construction year not the entire atter is m ark od as
construction period; and ‘Not Agreed’_ It is
e The fact that long-term nitrogen |-onsidered that
deposition over decades is generally || 0\ing further
more of a concern than shorter-term |z iew this matter
changes in deposition. could be marked as
Therefore, it is considered that this ‘Agreed’ at Deadline
would not constitute an adverse effect |7
on the integrity of the Dee Estuary / B
Aber Dyfrdwy SAC / SPA / Ramsar site’.
Moreover, the affected area of Dee
Estuary SAC / SPA/ Ramsar site is in
Wales (adjacent to the A548) and NRW
have not expressed any disagreement
with the assessment of construction
period air quality impacts on this
Habitats site in their RR [RR-027].

Atmospheric Report Regarding ammonia, even allowing for Ilihe—pa%esee%nae_ ' :
3.1 ollution at the to Natural England’s Relevant localised spatial variation, ammonia to-discuss-this-matter
1 E)ee Estua inform [Representation (RR-026) — NE45 concentrations are forecast to be below

Y Habita the critical level for the relevant habitat
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SAC, Ramsar ts The AA focusses on nitrogen deposition  (saltmarsh) alone or in combination with AtDeadline 4-Natural
site, SPA Regula only, with modelling indicating 445 ha of  other plans or projects (paragraph [=rche el e
tions saltmarsh would be subject to ‘in - 7.3.33 of the RIHRA [(EN010166/APP- provided-the-following
Asses combination’ nitrogen deposition above 253}./6.12) . Therefore, there is no R
sment |1% of the critical load. mechanism for a LSE to occur. Lophesntis
HENO1 |Ammonia is just below the critical level in reviewing:
0166/A the 1km square containing the identified  |Process Contribution at OE2 was
PP- receptor point OE2 (2.6ug/m3) based on  reported as an annual mean ammonia  Not assessable from
25316 APIS data. concentration of 0.02 ug/m?3 which is doctiments-provided-
-12) As ammonia concentrations are spatially equivalent to 0.7% of the critical level e
variable, it is likely that some points in the |value. The 2.6 ug/m?background is appear corrupted in
grid square are higher than the critical 13% below the critical level value, and  Appendix8A-and
level. It is therefore considered that the additional 0.7% would not place NH3 process
ammonia should be addressed in the achievement of the critical level at risk. |contrbutionsat OE
operational AA, given uncertainty of The Applicant has reached a receptors are not
emissions in the area. professional judgement that a LSE is slonenslin
It is unclear what area within the entirety  unlikely to occur and would expect the  Appendix8D-—The
of the protected site would be affected information before Natural England to reported in-
and whether this would have the potential €nable them to do the same. combination
for expansion of the qualifying saltmarsh Sattmarsh-area-also
or potentially more sensitive habitats, as appears-notto-be
well as this habitat supporting qualifying evidenced—Natural
bird species. England-eannot
assess operational
e e
English-unitsfrom-the
and-mamtams-a
O%GH1g position
’EE’.ie! 9 i.ET_mh 'e s

Applicant provided
Natural England with
updated information
regarding
atmospheric pollution
at the Dee Estuary
SAC, Ramsar site,
SPA. This information
has now been
included within
Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and
Aquatic Ecology

(EN010166/APP/6.2.

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status
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11) and the RIHRA
(EN010166/APP/6.12
) at Deadline 6.
However, as NE have
not been able to
review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6, this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
7.
The Applicant can confirm that in At-Deadiine<4-Natural
, Chapter 8: Air Quality [APP-046] England have
::tur:aasleEn't‘atI;"rlrd ;II:-eOI;; aftN E46 assessment the value of 1.4% for the providednotes the
- - FEED 2 scenario was correct and that  [fellowingcomment
g’é‘;nggéaecégtﬁ:;ag%?gsﬁ gvseé;% at khere was a typographical error in the  |which the Applicant is
accompanying text.
entirely in Wales) in FEED 1. The panying FOVIeWIRg
assessment of the Dee estuary for . .
Air quality and  |Chapt |FEED1 isin Ch 11. Table 8.19 indicates |1 NeSe€ calculations will be superseded - aiurarEngland
aerial pollutants  |er 8:  that ammonia concentrations at the Dee by the Change Report to be submitted  weleome
Atmospheric Air Estuary under the FEED 2 scenario at Deadline 3. gefpplicants
3.1 L ollution at th Qualit |(alone) was 1.4% — which contradicts the clarification regarding Under discussion-Adreed
2 poliution atthe the typographical agreed
Dee Estuary y statement in para 8.6.39 that it was less ypograp
SAC, Ramsar [APP- [han 1% (and only non - statutory sites error and rete-that
site, SPA 046] fexceeded 1%). Hpdated-information
’ f el o
(Seadiine S flarn el
This should be clarified. It may be that the England-willcomment
most affected site was actually non following-receipt-of
statutory OE30, as in Table 8.20, rather that assessment
than OE2 as stated . '
considers this point
resolved.

L (" —1]
ﬁ
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he parties continue
o discuss this matter.
t Deadline 4 Natural
England have
provided the following
comments which the
pplicant is
reviewing
Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE47 NZ?‘,;gfni”gﬁ'Lisiﬁon
Mitigation is suggested to extend the that the measures
duration of positive management of the described to address
saltmarsh and other habitats within the ermanent loss of
approximately 26 ha Connah’s Quay altmarsh habitat
Report (conservation Areas for the lifetime of the constitute
f° Proposed Development, or in perpetuity compensation under
inform | g years) whichever is the shorter. the Habitats
:-Isablta This would include management to create Regulations but
Atmospheric Regula an approximately _1 ,209m2_ area of retreat ecognise that a

3.1 pollution at the tions to allow natural migration inland of SAC  [The Applicant considers that this matter |‘Without Prejudice’

3' Dee Estuary Asses saltmarsh. has been addressed in their response to [Derogations paper areed
SAC, Ramsar lsment NE24. as been submitted g
site, SPA L(EN01 |[Whilst this is welcomed, the assessment and that the decision

0166/A [does not justify why this is mitigation as to how the

pp.  [rather than compensation (i.e. it will not egislation should be
25316 [Prevent potential loss/ damage to the applied lies with the
12)  |habitat directly affected by nitrogen Competent Authority.

addition), or which aspect of the nitrogen
addition it would mitigate against.

It also is unclear whether it would address
any impact in the English section of the
protected site, which falls in Natural
England’s remit.

S this impact will be
on the Welsh side of
the Dee Estuary we
defer to Natural
Resources Wales’s
advice but note that
in their Written
Representations they
also consider these
easures to be
compensation due to
a lack of scientific
certainty
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e parties-continue
e
Erngland-have
. .
provided-the following
sermmenis-whien-the
Fepnes 'EZ'S
e tiniie gaiead
e =
Natural England’s Relevant e
Representation (RR-026) — NE48 gainstcuirent
It is noted that the impact is assessed as ARIS/Defra-baselines
both the proposed development against HSing-RCs-andRPECS
the current baseline, and secondly having ratherthan-change
regard to the “removed” contributions The RIHRA [(EN010166/APP- vates—Howeverthe
Chapt from the current Connah’s quay power  12531/6.12) assessment took no account [*8&##8aterelosus
g station (as a future baseline). of the ‘change’ values since the oFthe-existing
Atmospheric i [For clarity, NE comments are based only  improvement from the closure of the Connahs-Quay
3.1 pollution at Qualit on the PC/.in combination PQ values existing Connah’s Quay Power Station S‘G#WW T
4 |nternationally presented in the AQ appendices, and not fon Habitats sites is generally small. Hh-combination
designated sites {APP- the “change” values. Therefore, the RIHRA CoRsideration-is-not
046] {(ENO1Q166/APP-;5§}/6.12) has been [°¥EE75€4 frofm-the
The impact should be assessed against ~[Precautionary and in line with Natural ~ [FPPEAeees=67¢
the current (APIS or monitored) baseline. [England’s advice. pRdroquUies rrationwithi
The removal of existing emissions would the HRA

The Applicant
provided Natural
England with updated
information regarding
atmospheric pollution
at internationally
designated sites. This
information has how
been included within
Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and
Aquatic Ecology
(ENO10166/APP/6.2.
11) and the RIHRA
(ENO10166/APP/6.12
) at Deadline 6.

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status

Not Agreed
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However, as NE have
not been_able to
review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6. this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
7.
Natural England’s Relevant Since measures to control dust are Natural England
Representation (RR-026) — NE49 already included in project proposals concur that the
Report Following the People Over Wind ruling by [irrespective of the presence of Habitats |approach taken with
to the Court of Justice of the European sites (since such measures are regard to dust
inform Union, NE advice amendment to the standard embedded measures on mitigation in the
Atmospheric :-Isabita HRA. construction sites) it is considered these |RIHRA is appropriate.
pollution (dust) at | . [7-2.50 Atmospheric Pollution — dust can be,taketn into account at the HRA
3.4 [he Dee Estuary tiogs deposition, Section 7.2.52 refers to the ~ [SCreéening stage.
5' SAC, Ramsar Asses need for a CEMP in relation to dust
site, SPA & the impacts to the Dee Estuary and River
River Dee and -sr::\:gg Dee and Bala Lake.
Bala Lake SAC E(m Any reference to a permit or consent
PP- would also require assessment as this
253} /6 may infer mitigation.
.12)
We advise the impacts of dust are
progressed to AA.
Natural England’s Relevant Since this comment states that ‘in
Representation (RR-026) — NES0 practice it is considered that AEOI can
Atmospheric Chapt [NOx concentrations were <1% at all be excluded as the conservation
pollution at r8: [eceptors for FEED 1 and 2 scenarios objective to maintain the site below the
internationally ir (alone and in combination — though noting (critical level would not be undermined’
2'1 designated sites  [Qualit [{throughout NEs concerns with the the Applicant doesn’t consider further
in - combination robustness of the in-combination text, or assessment, is required for the
with other plans ~ [APP- assessment). For the unabated scenario [RIHRA {{(ENOT0166/APP-2531/6.12).
and projects 46] |some receptors were >1% but the PEC

was <70% of the critical level.

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status

Agreed

Not Agreed
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at Deadline 1 [REP1-
062

|Deadline4FinaI
Commentary

Although these should be assessed in the
detailed/appropriate assessment, in
practice it is considered that AEOI can be
excluded as the conservation objective to
maintain the site below the critical level
would not be undermined.

information. The
Applicant provided
Natural England with
updated information
regarding
atmospheric pollution
at internationally
designated sites,
including those in-
combination. This
information has now
been included within
Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and
Aquatic Ecology
(ENO10166/APP/6.2.
11) and the RIHRA
(ENO10166/APP/6.12

) at Deadline 6.

However, as NE have

not been able to
review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6, this

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status
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matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
7
Natural England’s Relevant The Applicant confirms Natural
Representation (RR-026) — NES1 England’s understanding that the
Report Modelling in the assessment has regard Proposed Development will require an
o POt 45 amine chemistry (use of ADMS amines [Environmental Permit in order to '
: chemistry module to model direct and operate. NRW, as the relevant authority,
Inform . Jirect N -amine formation, and will fully consider the potential effects on [Natural England
Habita |- .o ment Agency AQVMAU nationally and internationally designated @cknowledge that an
. g methodology for incorporating amines into [ecology sites in determining the Environmental Permit
Atmospheric Regula | deposition and acid deposition appropriate emission limit values for all Wil be required to
7" [temationally  [neses Paiculations (Oct 2023). points of emission oairand the B rate, and that pgreed
designated sites |sment associated moniforing requirements. Natural Resources
[(EN01 [Key operational factors that would impact Wales will progress
0166/A 0N emissions are: Use of ammonia this in line with their
PP- controls (such as an acid wash or remit.
2531/6 quivalent) Solvent selection and
.12) ~ Jmanagement to control N-amine
formation Use of NOx controls (Selective
Catalytic Reduction) to minimise NOx
emissions.
4.0 Otter Qualifying Features
Report \\atural England’s Relevant There will be no barriers to otter
Fo Representation (RR-026) — NE52 movem_ent during congtructlon, _
mform Natural England are satisfied with the demolition and operation, nor any As thg p.roposal site
Habitat survey methodology which identifies no fragmentation of territories. There are  [lies within Wales, all
Impacts to SRe ula resting places for otter. However, we are Bo c?%trtljctlLonkwcS)i(éW|tr(;|?hthe Rllver It;zevr;istlr?i% Ilflthjl?rSaIWI"
commuting and tior?s concemed to note the project area and wsreks rz aoszdein conr?gctedeh(:t])i)tlat in [Resources Wales’s
4.1 fforaging otter at Assess Immediate vicinity has been noted as the DeFe) Eztua are construction of the (NRW) remit. Natural f\greed
the River Dee and ent suitable for commuting and foraging otter. P 4s rfry Water Outfall and the England thefefore
Bala Lake SAC K This includes the entire continuum of roposed wtrrace Vvater Lutiall and the 9 .
ENO10 hydrologically connected watercourses minor works to the existing cooling defer to NRW on this
166/AP vet no further assessment has been '’ \water infrastructure in the Water issue and have no
P- Undertaken Connection Corridor, neither of which further comment.
2531/6 ' block watercourses. The Proposed
.12) Surface Water Outfall is at the landside
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Natura
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Natural England do not support the
approach to rule out LSE to otter at the
Screening stage of the HRA.

They have the potential to be adversely
affects by noise and visual disturbance
during all phases of the project, loss of
FLL including resting or foraging habitat,
barriers to movement (which coincide with
noise and visual concerns) and water
quality degradation which can affect
habitat and food sources.

Progression to AA is required.

end of a watercourse after which it flows
in culvert under the existing Connah’s
Quay Power Station site, while the
cooling water infrastructure is existing
and largely buried. The works here (as
noted in paragraph 7.2.9 to 7.2.11 of the
RIHRA [(ENO10166/APP-2531/6.12) )
consist solely of minor additions and
refurbishment at the intake, including
upgrading the eel screens and minor
repairs to surface concrete, metalwork,
and timbers at the intakes in the
subtidal zone, which will be undertaken
by hand.

Lighting on the Dee Estuary north of the
Order limits will be in keeping with that
for the existing Connah’s Quay Power
Station and the Lighting Strategy
already contains (as mentioned in
10.3.2 of the RIHRA [(ENO10166/APP-
253}1/6.12) ) measures to minimise
illumination of the river and adjacent
habitats.

Moreover, no evidence of otter holts or
couches (the resting places where they
are most likely to be disturbed) was
found within 300 m of the Order limits,
and the works will be undertaken during
the day when otters are not active but in
their holts and resting places.

Otters are most susceptible to
significant disturbance (i.e. that which
will affect population survival) when they
are using their resting and breeding
places. Surveys for the Proposed
Development have not identified any
otter resting or breeding sites within 300
m of the Order limits.

The affected areas of the River Dee are
located in Wales. The Applicant notes
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that NRW have not raised any concerns
about impacts on SAC otters in their RR
[RR-027].
Natural England’s Relevant The Applicant has addressed this matter
Representation (RR-026) — NES3 in their response to NE52. There would
Report |Ve do not concur that otters can tolerate b€ no requirement for workers to enter
to noisy environments and as mobile the Dee Estuary SAC / SPA/ Ramsar
inform [Creatures can travel overland which site at night and therefore no potential |5 ¢ the proposal site
Habita negates the need to address barriers to  [for disturbance of otters through this lies within Wales, all
Qualifying otter  its movement. pathway. licensing issues will
Noise and visual [Regula |t is also noted that overnight staff can be within Natural
49 disturbance to tions disturb commuting otter, but this has not Resources Wales’s Agreed
"~ lotter at the River |Asses [peen assessed further. (NRW) remit. Natural 9
Dee and Bala sment |We have previously raised concerns with England therefore
Lake SAC H(ENO1 hoise levels when referring to qualifying defer to NRW on this
0166/A pird species. This advice would equally issue and have no
PP- apply to otter. It would not be appropriate further comment.
2531-/6 fto conclude existing noise levels would
.12) remain at similar rates.
Progression to AA is required.
Natural England’s Relevant The Applicant has addressed matter in
Representation (RR-026) — NE54 their response to NE52.
Natural England have raised concerns
with the noise modelling assessment
Report |conclusions within NE17 and NE16 which
to equally apply to otter.
inform There is reference to a net increase in As the proposal site
tHabita operational lighting which is to be :?es within Wales, ?:I”
. , S ighti icensing issues wi
N.0|se I Regula managed by a lighting gtrategy. be withi% Natural
disturbance to ) It would not be appropriate to include ,
4.3 btter at the River NS |mitigation measures within the screening Resources Wales’s Agreed
Dee and Bala ASSeS Istage of the HRA (see comments (NRW) remit. Natural
| ake SAC sment | qarding People over Wind). England therefore
HENO1 defer to NRW on this
0166/A ) ) ) issue and have no
PP- Progression to AA is required. further comment.
25316
.12) We advise visual screening measures are
extended to the River Dee.
Section 10.2.11 details wider bird
mitigation such as seasonal avoidance
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measures, sensitive lightning strategy,
acoustic fencing and visual screening
bunds. Natural England highlight these
measures would also be of benefit to otter
and fish species associated with the River
Dee and Bala Lake SAC.
We also signpost: Otters: advice for
making planning decisions - GOV.UK.
The 200m radius suggested for otter
(reduced to 30m for non - breeding holts)
is appropriate and in line with standard
otter mitigation techniques to reduce /
avoid disturbance impacts to resting
places.
5.0 Fish Qualifying Features
The RIHRA H{ENO10166/APP- Given this point is
Report Natural England’s Relevant 253}/6.12) states that ‘With the Dee primarily about fish
o Representation (RR-026) — NE55 Gen_e_ral Directions in place no specje_s in clo_se _
inform |Qualifying fish species are identified as  (@dditional water supplies beyond proximity to site being
. Habitat lUsing the watercourses arounds the existing consepts and licensed volumes protecteq from ‘
Watgr !mpgcts on scheme including areas of water would be required for the Proposed abst_ractlon, meaning
qualifying fish Regula abstraction. Development’ (paragraph 7.2.42). It any impacts will be in
species at the tions also notes that the Applicant is not Wales, Natural
5.1 River Dee and proposing to amend the existing England defer to Agreed
Bala Lake SAC f\ssess |LSE has been screened out due to abstraction licence (paragraphs 7.3.17 |[NRW’s advice on this
and the Dee ment {( sch_eme requiring operation to the licence and 7.3.18). Since the existing - matter.
Estuary SAC %03 \l;si?rl]r?ﬁi.sl\;aturﬁéfhngland does not concur abstractions have not been put forward
5 PP : for revision, the Applicant is not
2531 /6 _ . _ changing the existing baseline, and that
[12) — [Further detail on the abstrgctlon regime |paseline has been deemed acceptable
: would be required to alleviate concerns.  through the grant of the existing
abstraction licence.
Water quality Chapt Natural England’s Relevant This is noted and the Applicant_ -
impacts on er 12- R_.e%ntation (RR-026) — N@_ undgrstands t_hat no further action is
qualifying fish Marir;e Slltatlon gnd run -9ff has the potential tp required at this stage.
59 species at the Ecolo impact migratory fish features by creating N/A Aareed
"~ River Dee and 9 la non -physical barrier to migration. 9
Bala Lake SAC {APP_
and the Dee 050] |WVe agree with the approach. However,
Estuary SAC should the proposal change, and works

62



Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power
EN010166/APP/8.16

Final Statement of Common Ground between Uniper UK Limited and Natural England

Releva Igeaél-me-:i Final Natura
Re ;‘_\t lic Summary of Natural England Comment JApplicant’s position ommentary IEn lan
£ Subject at‘i)gn within their Relevant Representation at Deadline 1 [REP1- d RgAG Status
Docu [[RR-026] 1062]
ment
be required in the river, Natural England
advise seasonal restrictions are applied.
Frame There are currently no proposals for
work dewatering of waterbodies and thus no Natural England
i acknowledge that
Constr expected need for fish rescue. The there are no
uction reference to a Fish Rescue 2 (FR2) oroposals for
Construction Envmt) Natural England’s Relevant p(eEan (|Jt1v(\)/|1t2|:/ ::)mewc;;kSCE_MP . |dewatering, and
impacts on hment Representation (RR-026) — NES7 Afish  [{=2 9% LLESIAPR 24CI.31 18 3 GENENC lyyorafgre no
qualifying fish :Ilana rescue may be required under an FR2 ?;oueifeﬁgr:??:rsg;e-\;a; l:in be(; requirement for a fish
5.3 SPecies at the ? permit granted by NRW during .dq bl 9 rescue. Should this Agreed
- River Dee and ;';“e“ construction where de -watering or over - [[d€ntified in the future. change any permit gree
Bala Lake SAC (C;’;wp pumping is required. would need to be
and the Dee assessed by Natural
Estuary SAC )[(EN01 This is not discussed within the HRA Resources Wales,
0166/A who we would defer
PP to. Natural England
24616 therefore have no
— further comment.
o)
Qonst;uction Chapt Natural England’s Relevant This 'is QOte(t’h?nd 29 ft:rthgr action iz
impacts on r 12: |[Representation (RR-026) — NE5S8 required as this mitigation IS secure
qualifying fish Marine Constructioﬁ “phase wo-rks witrmhe through Requirement 4 (CEMP) of the
54 SR?\?::eSea; ;hn% Ecolog \Water Connection Corridor include the Draft DCO HENO1016H/APP-048]-3.1) N/A Agreed
Bala Lake SAC refurbishment of existing eel screensto |
and the Dee [APP- |meet current legislative requirements. We
Estuary SAC 50]  support the approach.
Lighting impacts hapt This is noted and no further action is
on qualifying fish |ler 12: |Natural England’s Relevant required as this mitigation is secured
species at the Marine [Representation (RR-026) — NES9 through Requirement 4 (CEMP) of the
5.5 [River Dee and Ecolog Artificial light at night (ALAN) can have an |Draft DCO {(EN010166/APP-6181/3.1) [N/A Agreed
Bala Lake SAC impact on fish migration. We agree with
and the Dee [APP- [the approach for qualifying fish species.
Estuary SAC 50]
6.0 Nationally designated sites
ppen Ringed Plover are considered in
ix 11D [Natural England’s Relevant Chapter 11: Terrestrial and Aquatic

6.1

feature of Dee
Estuary SSSI

Impacts to Ringed [CONFI
plover, a notified [DENTI

L
Ornitho

logy
echni

Representation (RR-026) — NE60
lllustrates a significant population of
Ringed Plover during autumn, winter and
spring from Welsh desk -based
resources.

Ecology [APP-049]. As detailed in
Appendix 11-D: Ornithology Technical
Appendix {(ENO10166/APP-1831/6.4)
Ringed Plover were not recorded in
project specific surveys, however Table
8 notes the desk study identified they

The matter is agreed
between the parties
: .

Urderdisedussion-Agreed
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cal Occasional observations of Ringed Plover |were recorded in small numbers on
Appen were found within 120m north of the mudflats north of the Order limits in
dix project on Qualifying mudflats during August 2024. Appendix 11-D:
H(ENO1 detailed bird surveys. Ornithology Technical Appendix
D166/A |Coincides with NE1, NE8, NE9 and NE10 [H(ENO10166/APP-183}/6.4) also
PP- provides details of peak counts from
19841/6. WeBS data.
4)
Table D-10 of Appendix 8D: Air Hhe-paries-continge
Quality Operational Assessment e
F(ENO10166/APP-183}/6.4) presents the At Deadline4-Natural
cumulative (or ‘in combination’) England-have
assessment for FEED2, rather than provided-the-following
Table 43. The cumulative nitrogen comments
deposition dose to Thurstaston
Common (OE04) is given as 0.05 Natural Encland
kgN/ha/yr which is 1% of the critical " o
load of 5 kgN/halyr. It would therefore o int followi
be below the threshold for concluding ot of ated
Chapt no significant effects. : it
r11: assessmentThe
.errest Natural Enaland’s Relevant These calcula!tions will be §uperseded Applicant provided‘
_ _ rial _pl'\‘e—g—resentgti on (RR-026) — NE61 by the modelling reported in the_Change Natural E.nqland th
Air quality and nd Report to be submitted at Deadline 3. updated information
serial pollutants  [Aquati Thurstaston Common SSSI (OE4) — Ndep air quality and aerial
i . combination (eg 1.4% in Table pp : : ot Agree
flg't'igtr']‘;ﬂyat 5°°'°9 in FEED2), but it is not considered in the imn:iggzﬂ'c pollution
designated sites  [[(ENO1 assegsment in Chaptgr 1. Ift is not. msites
0166/A considered that sufficient evidence is ncludin
5o provided to exclude harm to this site (including
PP- Thurstaston Common
0491/6. SSSI). This
2.11) information has now

been included within
Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and
Aquatic Ecology
(EN010166/APP/6.2.
11) and the RIHRA
(EN010166/APP/6.12

) at Deadline 6.

However, as NE have

not been able to
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review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6. this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
7.
Paragraph 11.6.154 of Chapter 11: HHe—seireseotise
Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecology fo—loobes moe pase
F(ENO10166/APP-0487/6.2.11) states At Deadline4-Natura!
that ‘APIS identifies that no features of England-have
Inner Marsh Farm SSSI are sensitive to |provided thefollowing
air quality impacts’. APIS Site Relevant |comment:
Critical Load application lists three bird  |j1/5 415 currently
species for the SSSI: pintail, teal and roviewing-this-point
Natural England’s Relevant black-tailed godwit. For pintail and teal, following-receipt-of
Chapt [Representation (RR-026) — NE62 Inner APIS indicates nitrogen deposition may the-updated air
r11: |Marsh Farm SSSI (receptor OE9) was be positive. For black-tailed godwit APIS Griality
errest (considered not sensitive to nitrogen (e.g. [indicates that nitrogen depositionis as  |;ccossmaeniThe
rial Table 33, 35, 36 and 38 in Appendix 8D [likely to be positive as negative. While Applicant provided
Air quality and nd [for FEED1). APIS identifies several standing open water and canals is also |\ 5t,ral England with
aerial pollutants  [Aquati |habitat types present on the site which identified as a habitat for pintail and updated information
6.3 Atmospheric c are sensitive to N deposition and te_a_l, APIS also i_dentiﬁes th_at there is no air quality and aerial
> pollution at Ecolog @mmonia, and some of the bird species CrItIC_al Ioa_d avallab_le for this habitat. It pollutants
nationally Y will be dependent on these habitat types ~ [@lso identifies that impacts depend on  |5t\0spheric pollution
designated sites  [[(EN01 ((@s indicated on APIS, their consideration [nitrogen or phosphorus limitation. Most |5 1 5tionally
0166/A Will be site specific). lowland fresh_wgter bodies are . designated sites
PP-  |itis not considered that sufficient phosphorus limited rather than nitrogen  incjuding Inner
0491/6. evidence has been provided that this site [imited. Therefore, there is no reason to  |yiarsh Farm SSSI).
2.11)  would not be harmed by N addition (and ~ [conclude the bird interest of this SSSI 75 information has

ammonia) from the different scenarios.

would be adversely affected by nitrogen
deposition.

The Air Quality chapter to be included
within the Change Report at Deadline 3
will clearly document the impacts at the
Inner Marsh Farm SSSI.

now been included
within Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and
IAquatic Ecology
(ENO10166/APP/6.2.
11) and the RIHRA
(ENO10166/APP/6.12
) at Deadline 6.

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status

Not Agreed

65



Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power
EN010166/APP/8.16

Final Statement of Common Ground between Uniper UK Limited and Natural England

Releva
nt

Summary of Natural England Comment

Applicant’s position

Igeadliae-tlFinal
ommentary

Fe Subject ;?g:c within their Relevant Representation at Deadline 1 [REP1-
Docu [[RR-026] [062]
ment
However, as NE have
not been able to
review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6, this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
7
APIS does not identify any applicable R e e
nitrogen critical loads for any to—dsonssrsiader
designated features of the River Dee At Doeadline-4-Natural
(England) SSSI. Saltmarsh is not a England-have
designated feature of the River Dee lprovided-the-following
(England) SSSI. Please note that the comments-
Natural England’s Relevant assessment reported in Chapter 11:
Representation (RR-026) — NE63 The  [Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecology Not-assessablefrom
Chapt [ osessment of the River Dee (England)  [(EN010166/APP-8491/6.2.11) is for the doctments provided.
r11: sssiat 11.6.156 in Chapter 11 indicates |Welsh part of the River Dee (the Afon The appendices-do '
errest ihat additional nitrogen on both heathland [Dyfrdwy (River Dee) SSSI), which is t apearioprovide
, , rial and saltmarsh could cause a shift in designated partly for saltmarsh. itlevelmapping
AIr quality and nd . ispecies richness away from less nitrogen [Heathland is not a designated feature of » :
aerial pollutants  |Aquati erant species and towards more this SSSI. NRW have not identified any W entors within
6.4 (Atmospheric N common nitrogen tolerant species, and an |disagreement with the Applicant’s air : .
pol[l'u“o“ at Sc‘)log increase in percentage grass cover. quality assessment in their RR [RR- th sritical lgads’
nationaly - Use of information within NECR210 alone [027]. applicd-to-English
designated sites %(% (loss of one species metric) is not designated features-
pp. considered sufficient to exclude any Applicant-statements
049Y/6 adverse impact (especially to saltmarsh, regarding-features
M—' which is not considered in the report). \and-ARLS critical
It is not considered sufficient evidence is oo
provided to exclude harm to this site. e
B
Natural England
o5 esz’e.;'ﬁi'e,g;en;gr
e-W-de-F)Ge—. .

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status

Not Agreed
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Subject

Releva
nt
Applic
ation
Docu
ment

Summary of Natural England Comment
within their Relevant Representation
[[RR-026]

Applicant’s position
at Deadline 1 [REP1-
1062]

Igeadk'ne-4Final
ommentary

HE. 2 f FEVIeWIng z,;_,s
o darad qu
ety
assessmentThe
Applicant provided
Natural England with
updated information
regarding air quality
and aerial pollutants
atmospheric pollution
at nationally
designated sites
(including the River
Dee (England) SSSI)
. This information has
now been included
within Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and
Aquatic Ecology
(ENO010166/APP/6.2.
11) and the RIHRA
(ENO10166/APP/6.12
) at Deadline 6.

However, as NE have
not been able to
review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6, this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
7.

Air quality and
aerial pollutants
Atmospheric
pollution at

6.5

Chapt
er 8:
Air
Qualit
y

Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE64

In -combination impacts of Ndep at
Thursaton Common SSSI (receptor OE4)
were over 1% (eg Table 43 in Appendix

This matter has been addressed in the
Applicant’s response to NE61.

- . .

Natura

|

Englan
RAG

Status

Not Agreed
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Subject

Releva
nt
Applic
ation
Docu
ment

Summary of Natural England Comment
within their Relevant Representation
[[RR-026]

Applicant’s position
at Deadline 1 [REP1-
062]

E?mdﬁm&4ﬁnm
ommentary

nationally
designated sites

[APP-
046]

8D indicates in combination impacts
would be 0.07kgN/ha/yr which is 1.4% of
the S5kgN/hal/yr critical load.

Evidence is not provided to conclude
harm can be excluded.

e
Applicant provided
Natural England with
updated information

regarding
atmospheric pollution

at nationally
designated sites
(including Thursaston
Common SSSI)). This

information has now
been included within
Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and
Aquatic Ecology
(ENO10166/APP/6.2.
11) and the RIHRA
(ENO10166/APP/6.12
) at Deadline 6.

However, as NE have
not been able to
review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6, this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
7.

6.6

Air quality and
aerial pollutants
Atmospheric

pollution at

Chapt
er 8:
Air

Qualit

Natural England’s Relevant

Representation (RR-026) — NE65 Table
11.9 in Chapter 11 indicates that Inner

Marsh Farm SSSI (OE9) was assessed

Inner Marsh Farm SSSI is discussed for
construction impacts for the reasons
given in 11.6.26 of Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecology

. .
e

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status

Not Agreed
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Subject

Releva
nt
Applic
ation
Docu
ment

Summary of Natural England Comment
within their Relevant Representation
[[RR-026]

Applicant’s position
at Deadline 1 [REP1-
[062]

|Deadﬁne4Fina|
Commentary

nationally
designated sites

y
[APP-
046]

for construction impacts, but the Mersey
Estuary sites (OE6) were not.

Evidence is not provided to conclude
harm can be excluded.

Mersey Estuary designated sites require
further consideration.

Thurstaston Common SSSI and New
Ferry SSSI were assessed for operation
only.

[(EN010166/APP-049}/6.2.11) (dust,
hydrology and water quality) and at the

request of NRW. The assessment
concludes that all effects on this site
and, therefore, on Mersey Estuary
SSSI, Thurstaston Common SSSI and
New Ferry SSSI can be dismissed
during construction due to distance.
These SSSIs were assessed as part of
the operational assessment because of
the stack emissions from the Proposed
Development and their associated Zol.

assessment. The
Applicant provided
Natural England with
updated information

regarding
atmospheric pollution

at nationally
designated sites
(including Inner
Marsh Farm SSSI).
This information has
now been included
within Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and
Aquatic Ecology

Natura
|

Englan
d RAG

Status

69



Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power

Final Statement of Common Ground between Uniper UK Limited and Natural England

ENO10166/APP/8.16
Releva Igoadu'neAFinal Natura
Re Rt lic Summary of Natural England Comment |Applicant’s position ommentary IEn lan
f Subject atFi)c?n within their Relevant Representation at Deadline 1 [REP1- RgAG Status
Docu [[RR-026] [062]
ment

(EN010166/APP/6.2.
11) and the RIHRA
(ENO10166/APP/6.12
) at Deadline 6.

However, as NE have
not been able to
review the updated
documentation prior
to Deadline 6, this
matter is marked as
‘Not Agreed’. It is
considered that
following further
review this matter
could be marked as
‘Agreed’ at Deadline
7.

7.0 Draft Development Consent Order (DCO)

71

Articles and
Schedules

appropriate.

The wording of the Articles and
Schedules in the Draft DCO

F(ENO10166/APP-018}/3.1) is

Natural England
didn’t provide
comment on the draft
DCO in its Relevant
Representations

A etere-serseterAgreed
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c
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