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1. Introduction

1.1 Purpose of this Document

1.1.1  This Final 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

1.1.2 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’).

1.1.3 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

1.1.4 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 parties or where agreement has not been reached.

1.1.5 This is the final version of the SoCG between the parties and has been
signed by both the Applicant and Natural England.

1.2 Parties to this Statement of Common Ground

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

The Applicant

1.2.2 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,
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.
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1.2.3

1.2.4

1.3

1.3.1

1.3.2

1.3.3

1.3.4

1.3.5

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 CO2 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 (COz2) pipeline, comprising existing and new
elements, the Proposed Development would make use of CO2 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 COz2 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
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
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development, the design of the Proposed Development incorporates a
necessary degree of flexibility to allow for ongoing design development.

1.4 Status of this Statement of Common Ground

N tha ANnD N Aa-N

442141 This version of the SoCG has been updated at Deadline 76 following
discussions between the parties.

14.41.4.2  Please note that 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 Terminology

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

1.5.2 These terms are used as follows:

“Agreed” indicates where the issue has been resolved;

“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 Key topics discussed and key
Correspondence outcomes

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

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

27 August 2025 |[Email

The Applicant provided Natural
06 October 2025 [Email England with copies of
confidential ecological reports.

Natural England provided initial
feedback on the Report to
Inform Habitats Regulations
Assessment
(EN010166/APP/6.12) and
associated figures Outline
Curlew Implementation and
Monitoring Plan
(EN010166/APP/6.13) and
Appendix 8D Air Quality
Operational Assessment
(EN010166/APP/6.4)

16 October 2025 [Email

The Applicant requested a
meeting to be arranged to

25 November Email discuss the feedback provided on

2025 the 16 October 2025 and this was
arranged for 05 December 2025.
Natural England’s Relevant

28 November Relevant RSS:‘::: d":;“;g Lﬁ:r;gﬁlsl was

2025 Representation P 9

Inspectorate’s Connah’s Quay
Low Carbon Power website.

A meeting was held to provide a
05 December Teams Meetin verbal response to a number of
2025 9 the points raised within the
Relevant Representation.

Following a series of email
exchanges a telephone call was
16 January 2026 [Telephone call 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
(ENO010166/APP/9.2)

This SoCG was also further
discussed in this meeting.

09 February
2026

Teams Meeting

A meeting was held to discuss
the upcoming Deadline 2 and to
put a plan in place to update the
SoCG for Deadline 3.

09 February

Natural England shared their D2

2026 Email 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 England shareq 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

Email

The Applicant provided Natural
England with the final SoCG to
sign.

04/06/2026

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

05/06/2026

Email from NE confirming points
of agreement and further queries
following meeting on 04/06/2026.

Areas of Discussion between the Parties

Table 2 below details the areas of discussion and matters that are agreed
and not agreed between the Parties.
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Releva [Final Commentary Natural
nt Englan
.__ [Summary of Natural England Comment . , .
Ref [Subject ic?r‘: lica I\(l)vzitﬁhin their Relevant Representation [RR- Iggggﬁi?ﬁ%%?:‘%%gf d RAG Status
Docum ]
ent
1.0 Qualifying bird
species and
assemblages
HRA lacks species-specific consideration
Individual species for which the SPA or
Ramsar site was designated only need to
be specifically discussed where impacts on Ecliowing the
those species differ. For the Dee Estuary  [clarifications-from-the
SPA / Ramsar site the only individual Applicant—NErotain
qualifying species that required specific theirposition-thatthe
discussion within the HRAwas curlew, as  |daia provided doss not
Natural England’s Relevant this was the only species for which the constitute-2 years-of
Representation (RR-026) — NE01! footprint of the Proposed Development has [survey data and have
Of the qualifying migratory species, seven been identified to include FLL. With regard |srovided afurther
were recorded in the adjacent Dee Estuary in to assessment of impact on birds in the informationreguestto
L oss of FLL significant numbers from baseline data Dee Estuary SPA/ Ramsar itself, this was  {the Applicant at
associated to the gathered between April 2022 and February  jundertaken by agreeing a specific noise Deadline6-
Dee Estuary SPA, 2023, accounting for various tide states. disturbance threshold with NRW (a more
Ramsar site Appen precautionary threshold was thenused in - |, _ m
dix 1A: The HRA lacks species-specific the ) that would apply to all SPA birds. The :
NE commenton  [°€OPIN |consideration. A more robust evaluation must @ffected areas are in the Welsh partofthe |- o e coniaet ot
1.1 I echanism for be undertaken at Appropriate Assessment ~ [SPA/ Ramsar site. Natural Resources Deadline7- Not Agreed
securing resolution Report |AA). Detailed surveys are recommended for |Vales has notexpressedany
| .g. mitigation/ [APP-  two years, we note only one year of evidence [disagreement with the Applicant's noise . o
compensation: 172] s provided. It is currently unclear how the assessment in their RR [RR-027]. tor is Not

proposed conservation area will address the
ecological requirements of these species.
Further detail is needed to demonstrate how
the area will function in practice to support
and mitigate project impacts. A clear
distinction should also be made between
mitigation and compensation measures.

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

uni
per

Survey scope and extent

As set out in Appendix 11D: Ornithology
Technical Appendix (EN010166/APP/6.4)
there is a wealth of contemporary data
available for the Order limits and wider
Survey 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 surveys, the results of
which have been used to inform the impact
assessment. As set out in Table 1 of
Appendix 11D: Ornithology Technical
Appendix (EN010166/APP/6.4), these

Agreed—T he Applicant

and Natural England
remain in disagreement

on this matter. Please
refer to the Closing
Statement
(EN010166/APP/9.41)
for the Applicant’s final

position.
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Ref

Subject

Releva
nt
Applica
tion
Docum
ent

Summary of Natural England Comment

within their Relevant Representation [RR-
{026]

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

[Final Commentary

data are supported by other third party
data, including ornithological surveys
undertaken within the Order limits between
April 2022 and February 2023 by Aspect
Ecology, monthly wetland bird data
collected by the Deeside Naturalists’
Society for the Connah’s Quay Power
Station Nature Reserve spanning the
period January 2013 to December 2023
and Wetland Bird Survey (WeBS) data
obtained from the British Trust for
Ornithology (BTO) for the period 2018 to
2023.

Collectively, these present data relevant to
the Proposed Development spanning the
period between 2013 and 2024. The
Applicant considers that these combined
datasets are more than adequate to
characterise the ornithological baseline.

As set out in Table 11-5 of Chapter 11:
Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecology
(EN010166/APP/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 (EN010166/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
(EN010166/APP/3.1) as detailed below:

e Measures relating to construction
practices are secured through
Requirement 4 (Construction
Environmental Management Plan), this
includes the provision of the 3 m
acoustic fence and timing restrictions
on certain works.

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status
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Releva [Final Commentary
nt
. [Summary of Natural England Comment . , .
. pplica| ... . . . Applicant’s position at
Ref |[Subject tion I\glzltsr;m their Relevant Representation [RR- [Deadiine 1 [REP1-062]
Docum
ent
e Measures relating to the proposal at
Gronant Fields are secured through
Requirement 11 (Outline Curlew
Implementation and Monitoring Plan
(ENO10166/APP/6.13)).
e Measures relating to the reinstatement
of areas of temporary land use
following the completion of the
construction works are secured through
Requirement 10 (Landscape and
Ecological Management Plan).
A full list of environmental mitigation and
the relevant securing mechanism is
provided in the Commitments Register
(ENO10166/APP/ 6.10)
Natural England’s Relevant The Applicant undertook a detailed land 'The Applicant and NE
Representation (RR-026) — NE02 search to identify potentially suitable land  [remain in disagreement
As Gronant Fields is a significant distance parcels for mitigation for the loss of on whether the
away from the FLL lost and disturbed, the functionally linked foraging and roosting proposals constitute
Curlew Mitigation Strategy presents itself as  |habitat for Curlew. This process considered |mitigation or
compensation. land on the open market and potentially compensation.
The proposals do not prevent or overcome  [Suitable land adjacent to the Dee Estuary.
the initial loss of FLL in that specific locality. It {As part of this search, discussions were
Report s unlikely the affected birds will commute ~ neld with FCC to determine if there was
to that distance to adopt the new site. any council owned land that could be
Loss of FLL inform suitable for the purpose of the mitigation.
associated to the  |yapitat [This should also not hinder the condition of | 21oWing @ review by the Applicant's land
Dee Estuary SPA g any SAC habitat and ecologlc;al teams the S|tes_|dent|f|ed by
and Ramsar site Regula ’ FCC were discounted as unsuitable. As
1.2 tions _ _ _ detailed in the Outline Curlew
Given the distance involved, the strong Implementation and Monitoring Plan
Assiss preference would therefore be to replace the (EN010166/APP/6.13), the initial study
2331(%1 FLL at risk with similar areas much closer to |identified four potentially viable sites
6e/app [N impact so that it continues to sustain (Thurstaston, Greenfield, Bagillt Fields and
/6.12) curlews in this part of the Dee Estuary SPA  |Gronant Fields). Throughout the land

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

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 SoCGs
with these parties ((EN010166/APP/8.2))
and (EN010166/APP/8.4) respectively)
included as part of the Application.
Following these discussions and further

Natural
Englan

dRAG Status

Not Agreed

10
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Ref

Subject

Releva
nt
Applica
tion
Docum
ent

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

026]

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

[Final Commentary

review of constraints, the Gronant Fields
site was selected as the preferred option.
The selection process is set out in Section
4 of the Outline Curlew Implementation
and Monitoring Plan
(EN010166/APP/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 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
pplicant is seeking to address would be a
possible reduction in curlew populations
ithin the SPA due to a reduction in
oraging and roosting opportunities in the
ider landscape. The Applicant is therefore
avoiding (or mitigating for) the AEOQI (a
reduction in curlew populations within the
SPA) by ensuring there is no net loss of
oraging and roosting opportunities by
enhancing other areas already used by
curlew to support greater numbers. The
pplicant 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
ithout prejudice HRA derogations in

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

11
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Releva [Final Commentary
nt
. [Summary of Natural England Comment . , e
Ref |[Subject Appllca within tt?éir Relevant Regpresentation [RR- Appllgant s position at
tion lo26] [Deadline 1 [REP1-062]
Docum
ent
Wales (EN010166/APP/9.2) at procedural
Deadline A which covers loss of FLL.
The Applicant refers Natural England to Natural England has
their response to NRW9, which addresses [confirmed they defer
NRW’s Representation on this matter, for  this matter to NRW.
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.
The Applicant is currently undertaking
further non-breeding bird surveys of the
Gronant Fields site to establish existing
Natural Enaland’s Relevant usage of the site by non-breeding Curlew
al England s Relevant and other SPA species, along with ground
Representation (RR-026) — NE03 water monitoringpto inform thge spegﬁc
Report [Referring to the Curlew Mitigation Strategy,  management prescriptions for the site. The
to assessment should establish whether the Applicant has also sought existing data
inform [Dee Estuary SPA would become significantly ifrom the WeBS and will continue to work
| oss of FLL Habitat |ess attractive to a significant proportion of  \jth NRW, RSPB and the DNS to gather
| csociated to the the SPA curlew population if that FLL was  istoric data on the use of Gronant Fields.
13 [Dee Estuary SPA, [Regula jost, and how would this affect their overall  Thijs data will inform ongoing discussions
~ Ramsar site ' tions  (istribution within the SPA. on the Outline Curlew Implementation
Assess and Monitoring Plan
ment ( |Note, current surveys at Gronant Field do not (EN010166/APP/6.13) and general
ENO0101 |cover the full life cycle of Curlew. It should be @pproach to management of the site.
66/APP |made clear how the work will further enhance
/6.12) o support an equivalent number of birds o |Section 2.2 of the Outline Curlew

those displaced through the loss of the FLL.

Implementation and Monitoring Plan
(EN010166/APP/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

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

Agreed
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Releva [Final Commentary Natural
nt Englan
. [Summary of Natural England Comment . , .
Ref |[Subject igrp:llca within their Relevant Representation [RR- |Sz:2ﬁ22t1s[gg:'$%;]t d RAG Status
Docum 026l
ent
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).
The Applicant will continue to engage with
NRW and Natural England on the Outline
Curlew Implementation and Monitoring
Plan (EN010166/APP/6.13) and ongoing
surveys.
As set out in the Applicant’s response to The Applicant and
NEO3, the Applicant is currently Natural England remain
undertaking further non-breeding bird in disagreement on this
surveys of the Gronant Fields site to matter. Please refer to
establish existing usage of the site by non- [the Closing Statement
breeding Curlew and other SPA species. (ENO10166/APP/9.41)
The Applicant has also sought existing data [for the Applicant’s final
Natural England’s Relevant from the WeBS and will continue to work position.Fellewinrg-the
Representation (RR-026) — NE04 with NRW, RSPB and the DNS to gather  [glarficationsfrom-the
Natural England require further assurances |historic data on the use of Gronant Fields. |AppheantNEretain
that the land within the SPA does not These data will inform ongoing discussions fheirpositionthatihe
geport currently act as supporting habitat for any on the Outline Curlew Implementation  [dataprovided doesnet
. other SPA features which might then be and Monitoring Plan |
Loss of FLL mform adversely affected by the mitigation for (EN010166/APP/6.13) and general s
@associated to the Habitat curlew. If it does, there is a direct impact on  [approach to management of the site. matter NE-have
1.4 |Dee Estuary SPA, SR la [ne SPAand that location would be submitted-a-further Not Agreed
Ramsar site *eguia | hsuitable to address concerns. Surveys undertaken by the Applicant and ~ [Rfermatienrequestio
tions ST : . :
(EN010 detailed in Section 4.2. of the Outllr_ie _ %he—Appheam—a%‘
166/AP |There should be very clear standards setas (Curlew Implementation and Monitoring  [S8actAe-6-
p/6.12) [0 Whatis the conservation baseline for those [Plan (EN010166/APP/6.13) identify that
areas (i.e., the expected favourable condition [the offsetting land does not currently The Applicantwill
to be reached) and what added support Curlew or any other SPA species.  |srovidearesponsste
value/outcomes any mitigation would deliver NE-on-thisrequestat
over and above that. As set out in Section 8.1 of the Outline Beadine+
Curlew Implementation and Monitoring
Plan (EN010166/APP/6.13), there are a On-this-basis—this
number of practical interventions set out by |matiaric Net Agraed™

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
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are beyond the current conversation
management conditions.
Report As set out in NEO4 above the offsetting Natural England has
to land does not currently support Curlew or  |confirmed they defer
inform any other SPA species. The measures set this matter to NRW.
Habitat [Natural England’s Relevant out in the Outline Curlew Implementation
Loss of FLL S Representation (RR-026) — NEOS and Monitoring Plan
15 associated to the Regula |Complications arise when mitigation is (ENO010166/APP/6.13) identify actions, Agreed
" Pee Estuary SPA, ftions ftargeted within a SPA as it forms part of such as creation of wet features and
Ramsar site Assess [formally designated site and already supports [changes to water management that exceed
ment (|2 good population of qualifying features current management practices and will
ENO101 provide enhancement beyond typical land
66/APP management, that would be expected in
/6.12) the SPA.
This appears to be a misunderstanding of  [Natural England concur
the Applicant’s approach to loss of FLL and that as an impact to the
how the Applicant has used the 2 ha figure |Dee Estuary SPA and
Natural England’s Relevant referenced in NE06. The Applicant can Ramsar site has been
Representation (RR-026) — NE06 confirm that losses of FLL due to the identified alone as a
Report [Natural England do not support the approach |Proposed Development were not based on [result of the proposal,
to to identify areas of FLL (L.E areas of a particular type of habitat or a particular  |consideration of in-
Qualifying bird inform greenfield greater than two hectares within  sjze of land parcel but solely on the results [combination impacts is
bpecies and Habitat 2km of the proposal). Specific reference to  |of the bird surveys undertaken for the DCO |not required.
hssemblages s Sections 6.6.5 and 6.6.6. application. There is only one area of
16 lLoss of FLL Begula potential FLL being lost due fto the Agreed
Lssociated to the  HONS  [This approach does not consider areas of Proposed Development (during
Dee Estuary SPA AssesS lsmaller FLL which may in-combination constructhn a_nd operatlon): That area
Ramsar site ' |ment ( support more than 1% of the designated site supports significant populations of curlew
EN0101 population. We highlight that brownfield sites  ((i-€. regularly more than 1% of the SPA
66/APP including those associated with relic canal ~ [population) and is therefore classified as
/6.12) dredgings support good populations of FLL and its loss is being addressed through

designated bird species on the English
border.

the Outline Curlew Implementation and
Monitoring Plan (EN010166/APP/6.13).
No other habitat outside SPA / Ramsar
boundaries, but used by SPA/ Ramsar
birds, is being lost due to the Proposed

14



Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power

EN010166/APP/8.16

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

Ref

Subject

Releva
nt
Applica
tion
Docum
ent

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

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

[Final Commentary

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

Development. The Conservation of
Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as
amended) require consideration of LSEs /
EOI ‘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.

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
etland 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.

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.
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In terms of brownfield sites, no proposals
for redevelopment of canal arising sites
were identified in the search for other plans
or projects.
NRWs has not expressed any
disagreement with the Applicant’s approach
to identifying projects for assessment in
their RR [RR-027].
The Applicant and
Natural England remain
in disagreement on this
matter. Please refer to
the Closing Statement
(ENO10166/APP/9.41)
for the Applicant’s final
As noted in response to NEQ6 the position.Felewinrg-the
Report [Natural England’s Relevant Applicant’s assessment of loss of FLL was  |elarifieations from the
to Representation (RR-026) — NE07 informed by site-specific information where |Applicant NE retain
inform |Our concerns coincide with NEO6. FLL it was available for the projects in question. heirpesitionthatthe
Habitat [should be informed by site specific However, since the only area of potential data-provided-is-not
Loss of FLL S information, including desk - based data and |FLL within the Order limits has been sufficient-to-determine
17 associated to the  |[Regula [habitat suitability surveys. acknowledged as FLL, and mitigated the full extent of FLL Not agreed
"~ [Dee Estuary SPA, fions through the Outline Curlew and-have provided-a
Ramsar site Assess |Reference should be made to the scale of Implementation and Monitoring Plan further-information
ment ( unrestricted views, food availability, size of ~ [(EN010166/APP/6.13), that will address all reguestiothe Applicant
ENO0101 he habitat and other habitat attributes potential for losses ‘in combination’ with  lat Deadline&-
66/APP ssociated to the qualifying birds to other plans or projects. Detailed analysis of
/6.12)  ldetermine habitat suitability. those other plans or projects is therefore |, .. in
not required. brovide-aresponse-to
T
E-s e
%W' : !.
Direct/indirect Report [Natural England’s Relevant Reference has been made to Natural The parties continue to
bacts and 10ss of to Representation (RR-026) — NEO8 England’s guidance on SSSI Impact Risk  (discuss this matter. At
FLFI)_ associated to [Inform  [Natural England note that data gathering Zones and other sources of data. The Deadline 3 Natural
1.8 b o Dee Estuary Habitat fefforts have not drawn on English sources of |provision of further information from WeBS [England have provided Agreed
SPA and Ramsar initial evidence despite the proximity to or National Biodiversity Network (NBN) the following comments
ite Regula (designated sites across the border and the  |Atlas, or maps of bird distribution data from Wwhich the Applicant is
tions  |hature of overlapping designations. surveys, in the HRA would not alter the reviewing:
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Assess assessment presented for either direct or
ment ( [Site specific information from multiple indirect effects on the Dee Estuary SPA/  |Natural England
EN0101 [appropriate bodies across both England and |Ramsar site, although the bird survey maintains that a
66/APP \Wales such as the Local Records Centre, reports (Appendix 11D Ornithology specific noise threshold
/6.12)  |\wildlife Trusts, or recording societies. Technical Appendix (EN010166/APP/6.4) |should not be used,
Reference could be made to specific species |) present maps of survey results. and instead a 3dB level
related layers on Magic Map, the NBN Atlas above baseline should
and Wetland Bird Survey Data. Regarding direct effects (e.g. disturbance  [pe the point at which
of birds within the SPA / Ramsar), this the potential for
Draw on existing information gathered for ~ {assessment was undertaken using specific (disturbance to SPA
other recent developments in the area. noise disturbance thresholds agreed with  [pirds is considered.
NRW in May 2025 (a more precautionary HOWevef,dgil\I/_en thhe
- o N threshold was then used in the noIseé moaeliing SNows
o, of 2 map of Qualfing (a1 1OUTEX) sscssment natvould aply o il SPA [ levels o e
surveys to provide clarity on the location of b?rds_ irr(_aspc_active of their. precise English part of .the Dee
bbservations and the area affected by the distribution in the SPA (since the SPA/ Estuary SPA will not be
development works. This will support Ramgar boundary was u.sed to define the  jabove base/(ne levels
evidence used to inform visual and noise senS|t|v§ areas). The rationale for use of due to the d/stance_
disturbance, which may extend beyond the these dlsturpance thresholds was , from the proposal site
site bounda’ry. discussed with Natural England duringa e are content that
meeting on 5 December 2025. noise will not be an
issue and the use of
With regard to loss of FLL, the only area of thresholds, as advised
potential FLL within the Order limits has bM}//a,/\guilsr ic’f;‘zs?;’glc:;
been acknowledged as FLL, and mitigated this instance P
through the Outline Curlew :
Implementation and Monitoring Plan
(EN010166/APP/6.13). That will address all |[Natural England
potential for losses ‘in combination’ with acknowledges that the
other plans or projects. FLL to be lost lies
within Wales and so
The affected areas are in the Welsh dReel;eg Zrtgel;/%ae/s
component of the SPA / Ramsar site. NRW .
has not expressed any disagreement with advice.
the Applicant’s noise assessment in their
RR [RR-027].
FLL impacts Report |Natural Enaland’s Relevant Air quality ‘in combination’ effects are The parties continue to
L ssociated the Dee 1° _pRe_g—resentation (RR-026) — NE09 explicitly discussed in Sections 10.2 and ~ discuss this matter.
Estuary SPA, mfon"m This section requires amendment to ensure a 10.3 of the RIH‘RA (EN91°166/APP/6'12) : ) )
1.9 [Ramsarsitein-  |[HaPitat | 1) st assessment has occurred when The only other ‘in combination” effect This point relates to the Agreed
combination with sReguIa assessing impacts to qualifying bird species :%?(r:glﬁgt;iartegﬂﬁ;ﬂ%skzjsi:coufsf:engtilr?r;?;::)‘:i-on impac_tstog bi.f[?lsth
: ; , associated wi e
gtrgf;crt’;ans and  ions  [nd assemblagesincluding areas of FLL. 1y /' the RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) . |Dee Estuary SPA and
Assess Section 10.4 of the RIHRA Ramsar site.
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ment (  [The in -combination assessment must refer |(EN010166/APP/6.12) also lists the other
ENO0101 o any shared pressures or known areas of  |plans and projects that have been As per point above
66/APP mitigation/ compensation. The assessment  |assessed. This explicitly includes the Hynet Natural England concur
/6.12)  must consider how the projects will interact  |CO2 Pipeline Project in paragraphs 10.4.3  that as impacts alone
with the scheme. and 10.4.4. The Proposed CO2 Connection have been identified,
Corridor to the Hynet COz2 Pipeline Project |an in-combination
It is unclear what in - combination impacts IS Part of the Order limits for the DCO and  assessment is not
have been identified. These must be detailed [tS Impacts have therefore assessed as part required.
for full transparency and robust assessment. of the DCO.
Natural England are
No impacts of the Proposed Development therefore satisfied that
on known areas of mitigation and other plans and
compensation have been identified. projects did not need to
be considered in
NRW has not expressed any disagreement [€lation to this impact
with the Applicant’s noise assessmentin  [@nd have no further
their RR [RR-027]. comment.
The Applicant’s rationale for taking forward [The parties continue to
Gronant Fields over other sites is set out in |discuss this matter. At
Section 4 of the Outline Curlew Deadline 3 Natural
Implementation and Monitoring Plan England have provided
, (ENO10166/APP/6.13). In summary, the the following comments
Natural England’s Relevant main factors were the land is capable of  which the Applicant is
Representation (RR-026) - NE10 flooding in winter / has ways to control reviewing:
. [This section does not detail comparative water levels / allows for the creation of
2::::": ecological information between Bagillt Fields  hollows, channels, foot drains or scrapes;  |vatyral England
ol and Gronant Fields with only size and there is no direct public access and so acknowledge that
MPIEM Jocations detailed. disturbance from recreation would be discussions between
Loss of FLL e"tag° negligible; the land consists of individual e applicant and
1.1 fssociated to the &2:“ o |The following information should be obtained: field parcels over 3 ha in size, with limited  |\atra) Resources Aareed
0 [peeEstuary SPA 1o /™" Existing bird usage; Habitat suitability for ~ fntervening boundary vegetation; and the - yyajes took place ?
and Ramsar site 5 = curlew during all life and behavioural stages. [f€lds have stockproof boundaries and are  |hefore the decision to
(ENO10 suitable for grazing. progress with Gronant
166/AP |Designation details which may include: unit _ _ Fields was made.
P/6.13) [features, unit condition, existing pressures,  {AS setoutin the Applicant's response to

existing management for favourable
condition and details of pertinent
Conservation Objectives that may apply.

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
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Naturalist’s Society to gather historic data
on the use of Gronant Fields. This data will
inform ongoing discussions on the Outline
Curlew Implementation and Monitoring
Plan (EN010166/APP/6.13) and general
approach to management of the site.
The Applicant will continue to engage with
Natural England on the Outline Curlew
Implementation and Monitoring Plan
(EN010166/APP/6.13) and ongoing
surveys and management prescriptions.
The Applicant is currently undertaking Natural England has
further non-breeding bird surveys of the confirmed they defer
Gronant Fields site through to March 2026. [this matter to NRW.
The results of these surveys to date have
been shared with Natural England and will
Natural England’s Relevant be shared monthly until the surveys are
Representation (RR-026) — NE11 complete. The current peak count of curlew
is 2, with no curlew recorded on the
To understand that the land parcel at Gronant B%f:;:‘;é:) ;S\gg diurnal surveys in
Fields is effectively mitigating the loss at the )
Outline [development site, it must be ascertained how , )
Curlew [he land parcel at Gronant Fields is being As set out in the Applicant’s response to
Implem utilised by all qualifying bird species and NEO3, the Applicant is currently
entatio [pssemblages to provide a baseline undertaking further non-breeding bird
Loss of FLL nand [population. surveys of the Gronant Fields site to
1.1 aDssoga;ted to Stgi Monito EStat:j“Sh (e:xwitlng usdag;ahof tgs :lte by non- Agreed
€€ cstuary s | . - . reeding Curlew and other species.
Ramsar site ::;gn The species and quant|t|e§ b contmue B The Applicant is currently in discussions
(EN010 g;;‘;%%??ﬁg:ted alongside the additional with _NRW reg.arding proposeq groundwater
166/AP : monitoring to inform the specific
P/6.13) management prescriptions for the site (if

WeBS data should be sufficient for initially
informing baseline usage, assuming that data
exists for all months of interest. Otherwise,
detailed bird surveys will be required. Two
years of detailed surveys are typically
required.

deemed suitable). 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.
These data will inform ongoing discussions
on the Outline Curlew Implementation
and Monitoring Plan
(EN010166/APP/6.13) and general
approach to management of the site.
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'The Applicant will continue to engage with
Natural England on the Outline Curlew
Implementation and Monitoring Plan
(ENO10166/APP/6.13) and ongoing
surveys.
The Applicant owns the land at Gronant Natural England have
Fields (as shown in Figure A2 of Appendix |confirmed they defer
A of the Outline Curlew Implementation this matter to NRW.
and Monitoring Plan
Outline [Natural England’s Relevant (ENO10166/APP/6.13) and will be
Curlew [Representation (RR-026) — NE12 responsible for future management.
Implem [Natural England do not yet have the
Loss of FLL entatio @ssurances that mitigation/compensationis  Please see response to NE11 regarding
: n and [feasible at this stage. ongoing and proposed surveys as well as
1.1 [pssociated to the Monito the collation of wider supporting datasets Agreed
2 |Dee Estuary SPA, ring ) '
Ramsar site Measures proposed are currently high -level
Plan and lack details. It is not understood who will [The Applicant will continue to engage with
(ENO10 ndertake management and monitoring Natural England on the Outline Curlew
166/AP esponsibilities, including habitats, water Implementation and Monitoring Plan
P/6.13) |evels and species surveys. (EN010166/APP/6.13) including the
monitoring and management set out in
Section 8 of the Outline Curlew
Implementation and Monitoring Plan
(ENO10166/APP/6.13).
It is very likely that birds from the various NE have agreed with
Report [Natural England’s Relevant Liverpool City Region SPAs move between fthe Aapplicant’s
to Representation (RR-026) — NE13 those SPAs at different dates or times of  position on potential
inform [The applicant should consider if there is the winter (for example). However, by impacts on the Mersey
Direct/indirect Habitat [scope for impacts on the Mersey Estuary addressing the loss of FLL for the Dee Estuary SPA and no
impacts and loss of |s SPA, Ramsar site as a result of interchange  [Estuary SPA the Applicant is effectively further assessment is
1.1 [FLL associated to |Regula [of birds. addressing this issue. If the mitigation necessary. Agreed
3 [he Mersey Estuary tions ensures no net loss of functionally-linked 9
SPAand Ramsar  |Assess [The Mersey Estuary SPA and Ramsar site is nabitat (i.e. high-tide supporting habitat), it
site ment (  |ocated within the 20km initial search radius [does not matter to the assessment if birds
ENO0101 l3nd is screened out of further assessment.  [from this SPA sometimes move to the
66/APP C|earerjustiﬁcation may Support this Mersey EStuary SPA. This is a theoretical
/6.12)  |conclusion. impact without definite evidence of a
connection.
Direct/indirect Report [Natural E_ngl_and’s Relevant \Very few wetland birds were recorded at
1.1 mpacts and loss of to Representation (RR-026) — NE14 Connah’s Quay North during surveys for_ Natural England
4 [FLL associated to [INform - Section 10.2.11 notes there will be ‘no the Proposed Development as reported in  |confirm their Agreed

the Dee Estuary

Habitat

meaningful difference’ in background
conditions of barge movements but

Appendix 11D: Ornithology Technical
Appendix (EN010166/APP/6.4). Typically,

Representation
requested further clarity
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SPA and Ramsar |[Regula facknowledges the proposal will lead to more the following species were recorded on on the meaning of ‘no
site tions |intensified movement during the construction most survey visits in single figures: mallard, meaningful difference’
Assess [and demolition period. little egret, cormorant, redshank, herring given this statement is
ment ( gull and black-headed gull. Given the small vague and provides no
EN0101 \\atyral England advise that further use of this area by SPA/ Ramsar birds, and detail as to barge
66/APP |information is required to support this the fact that shipping passes Connah’s movement numbers.
/6.12)  |~onclusion. Quay North to access numerous quays and
wharves upstream, significant disturbance  |owever, given these
Further information to determine the scale of ﬁgﬁgnlém:ely from the Increased barge 'mpaCtS will be
change and response of birds to barge ' confined to Wales,
passage. This may not be the same for all Natural England defer
species and certain behaviours may be more to Natural Resources
affected. This will vary with the tide and the Wales advice in
impact of failing to feed may be greater than relation to this impact.
disturbance of a roost.
Assessment must determine if there will be
Imore than a 1% increase in disturbance
levels.
No use of the Connah’s Quay North site for [The additional detail is
the purposes of the Proposed Development welcome and
will occur during operation. addresses the
concerns raised.
Assessment of grounding out during
Frame construction is discussed in paragraphs Furthermore, as these
work 7.26 to 7.28 of the RIHRA impacts will bg limited
Constr , (EN010166/APP/6.12) , as noted by to the Welsh side of the
. Natural England’s Relevant Natural England. Dee Estuary we defer
uction |Representation (RR-026) — NE15 to Natural Resources
Direct/indirect Enviro Materials for Water Connection Corridor will . . Wales advice in
impacts and loss of jnmenta have materials brought in by barge between Durng constructlon,_as & Worstcase lation to this i
1.1 [FLL associatedto | April and June inclusive assessment, approximately 60 barge relation 1o tis Issue. Aareed
5 the Dee Estuary  Manag : operations are anticipated over a 12-month gree
SPA and Ramsar lement period at Connah’s Quay North. In reality,
Site Plan |We advise the HRA must draw on findings of the number of operations would be less
(CEMP) wider documents for consistency. This must  than this as the Applicant would also seek
(EN010 [nOwW progress to AA. to utilise the existing port facilities at Port of
166/AP Mostyn and Ellesmere Port. Each barge
P/6.5) would ground at low tide, remaining in

contact with the intertidal sediments only
for the duration of a single tidal cycle
(typically a few hours) before refloating on
the subsequent tide. Based on published
tide-time data for the River Dee at Chester,
the estuary experiences two low waters per
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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.

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].

Direct/indirect
impacts and loss of

FLL associated to

Report
to

inform

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

Both A-weighted maximum sound level
(LAmax) and A-weighted equivalent
continuous sound level (LAeq) have been

Natural England
acknowledges that
noise modelling

Agreed
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the Dee Estuary
SPA and Ramsar
Site

Habitat
S
Regula
tions
Assess
ment (
ENO0101
66/APP
/6.12)

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
hecessary.

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

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 (EN010166/APP/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
(ENO10166/APP/8.2). In fact, NRW have
agreed to using a higher threshold than
The Applicant has used in the RIHRA
(EN010166/APP/6.12) (70 dB rather than
the 60 dB used in RIHRA
(EN010166/APP/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/6.12) (see
paragraph 6.3.5).

With regard to paragraph 7.2.19 and 7.3.2
of RIHRA (EN010166/APP/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].

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

Direct/indirect
impacts and loss of

FLL associated to

Report
to

inform

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

Both LAmax and LAeq have been
considered in the assessment reported in
RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) .

Natural England’s
position in relation to
this point reflects that

Agreed




Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power
ENO010166/APP/8.16

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

Releva [Final Commentary Natural
nt Englan
. __ [Summary of Natural England Comment . , i,
Ref [Subject Appllca within their Relevant Representation [RR- Appllc_:ant s position at dRAG Status

tion lo26] Deadline 1 [REP1-062]
Docum
ent

the Dee Estuary Habitat [This section starting at 10.2.12 is confusingly set out in relation to

SPAand Ramsar |s written and greater clarity is required to The assessment presented utilises the 1.16 above.

site Regula clearly demonstrate which works will cause  |60dB disturbance threshold rather than
tions an impact. This must be clearly documented using a comparison against baseline noise. \We concur that this
Assess and transparent details of avoidance and Since the affected areas are all in Wales, impact does not require
ment ( mitigation measures provided. the Applicant considers the thresholds further consideration
ENO101 agreed with NRW are appropriate.
66/APP £\ rther assessment of:
16.12)

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.

Regarding the specific points made, the
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/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/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/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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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 local 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 CO2
Pipeline project would have already been
installed).

NRW has not expressed any disagreement
with the Applicant’s noise assessment in
their RR [RR-027].

25



Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power Final Statement of Common Ground between Uniper UK Limited and Natural England
EN010166/APP/8.16

Releva [Final Commentary Natural
nt Englan
. [Summary of Natural England Comment . , e
Ref |[Subject Appllca within tt?éir Relevant Regpresentation [RR- Appllgant s position at d RAG Status
tion lo26] [Deadline 1 [REP1-062]
Docum
ent
No residual impacts from lighting are
expected for the reasons explained in
10.3.1 of RIHRA (EN010166/APP/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 existing 2 m high bund on the
SPA / Ramsar boundary. The way the
Report INatural England’s Relevant Proposed Development layout has been  |Given that any residual
!:O Representation (RR-026) — NE18 designed, there would also be an impacts on designated
o inform - INatural England advise any residual impacts |[approximately 30 m separation between sites from lighting will
Direct/indirect Habitat (om the lighting strategy are addressed. the operational facility and the River Dee |only affect those parts
11 :;TI]_FI)_aCtS athlods? of ; : running parallel to the Proposed of the Dee Estuary
8 lthe Seszolé:;?uzryo tigg: 4 We advise any residual impacts from the Development Site’, coupled with the SPA, Ramsar site and Agreed
SPA and Ramsar  Assess [ighting strategy are addressed in the AA. lighting design controls set outin 10.3.2.  |SSS| within Wales,
ite ment ( Note_;hzt _th(tahllglllt;:l%ge&gn controls are Natural England defer
ENO0101 |Increased lighting can also improve predator ?22(31'31‘;2/ AI?’PIG 12) and are not @;T:;uargbizsg:;ﬁfss
66/APP spe?|e§ anfd c;ause a detriment to certain deferred to later stages. No FLL (that would |point.
/6.12)  qualifying features. 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].
While the CQLCP Abated Generating
Station would be closer to the SPA/
Report Ramsar than is currently the case there
would still be a 250 m separation from the Given that any residual
to Natural England’s Relevant area of SPA/ Ramsar to the west and a 30 |impacts on designated
o inform  Representation (RR-026) — NE19 m separation from the River Dee to the sites from lighting will
Dlreculndlrect Habitat Noting the proposal will be closer to the Dee |north as per paragraph 10.3.1 of RIHRA only affect those parts
. 'F"EPLa:g :ggtg’dsf:f > cqula [EStU2TY SAC, Ramsar site and SPAthan the  (ENO10166/APP/6.12) . These separation  pof the Dee Estuary
: \eg current power station. distances coupled with the lighting design  |[SPA, Ramsar site and Agreed
9 g‘s ADaer? dEI:;l::sZr ;-I\Z::ss controls set out in 10.3.2 wou!d ensure no  SSSI within Wales,
site ment ( [Natural England advise further consideration adverse effect. Note that the lighting design INatural England defer
EN0101 Pf Visual impacts throughout the relevant controls are specified in the RIHRA to Natural Resources
66/APP [stages of the HRA. (ENO10166/APP/6.12) and are not nges advice on this
16.12) deferred to later stages. No FLL (that would |point.
: not be lost to the Proposed Development)
would be illuminated in any way.
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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 Dee
Natural England’s Relevant Estuary SAC and SPA which will be subject
[APP- [Representation (RR-026) — NE20 to 650 m2 of temporary habitat loss due to
063] This section identifies loss of roosting and the construction of the Proposed Surface
. - Chapte [foraging habitat for Dee Estuary SPA/Ramsar Water Outfall, and a few square metres of . .
Direct/indirect r 25: site qualifying bird species, specifically, Bar - permanent Io,ss This is discussed in Given this issue relates
12 impacts and loss of S : kai S . | ; to impacts in Wales
. . umma [tailed godwit, Pintail, Curlew and Redshank. |RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) (e.g.
FLL associated to . alone Natural England Agreed
0 the Dee Estuary ry of paragraphs 10.2.1 to 10.2.18) and is defer to NRW's advice
SPA Ramsar site  I-1K€lY  [This must be specifically discussed within the @ddressed through setback of defences on this matter
’ Signific HRA. Acknowledging proposals are for on south of the existing Connah’s Quay Power ’
ant and off-site enhanced habitat, we advise Station that will allow existing saltmarsh to
Effects further information is needed to determine retreat inland and therefore persist, rather
the suitability of any mitigation/compensation. [than be lost due to coastal squeeze as
would occur otherwise.
Necessary noise mitigation detailed in the
Framework CEMP (EN010166/APP/6.5)
Natural Enaland’s Relevant is already discussed in RIHRA
g (EN010166/APP/6.12) . Using shrouds on |As the Framework
APP- Representation (RR-026) — NE21 piling equipment is discussed in paragraph [CEMP will be secured
563] Noise and visual disturbance to the Dee 10.2.16 and 10.2.17, of the RIHRA via a DCO requirement,
Directindirect Chapte Estuary SPAand Ramsar site will occurto  (EN010166/APP/6.12) , the 3 m acoustic  [and the avoidance of
bacts and 10ss of I 25: qualifying bird species as above. fence during construction is discussed in  pver-wintering work,
12 FLFC associated to  ISumma paragraph 10.2.12 and 10.2.17 of the which we welcome, has
1' the Dee Estuary ry of This requires noise mitigation and sensitive  |RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) , while begn |den'§|f|ed asa Agreed
SPA and Ramsar  [Likely timings of work when working in the Surface [seasonal restriction is discussed in suitable mitigation
Site Sianific Water Outfall area and Water Connection paragraph 10.2.12 and 10.2.17 of the measure in the RIHRA
ans: Corridor to avoid the over -wintering period. |RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) where itis |Natural England are
Effects identified that the Water Connection satisfied that this issue
Natural England support the need to avoid Corridor works and Proposed Surface has been addressed.
Wworks in the wintering period. Watgr Outfall wo_u_ld neec_i to be constructed
outside the sensitive period for Dee
Estuary SPA / Ramsar, i.e. outside the
period of September to March.
Direct/indirect Natural Enaland’s Relevant The only ‘in river’ works proposed are the  |\5tural England
impacts and loss of :&pf:_ Re resentagtion RR-026) — NE22 use of Connah’s Quay North for barge welcome tr?e
;'2 chLLS SSOEC |r;1ted to Scopin [t remains uncertain whether in -river works bt . [clarification provided Agreed
€ Dee cstuary Will be avoided Connection Corridor to the existing cooling |hare.
SPA and Ramsar Report ’ water infrastructure. These are both

Site

discussed in the RIHRA
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[APP- |We advise that potential in-river works be (ENO10166/APP/6.12) . Use of Connah’s  |Natural England
172] progressed to AA. Quay North is discussed in paragraphs welcome the
7.2.6 to 7.2.8 (and further discussed in the commitment to
These activities could negatively affect water Applicant’s response to NE1_4 and NE15). avoiding_v_vork during
quality, reduce feeding resources for birds Works in the Water Connection Corridor the sensitive over-
and directly disturb or displace. are discussed in paragraphs 7.2.9 to 7.2.12 wintering period and
of RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) . In both  have no further
cases a conclusion of no LSE has been concerns regarding this
reached for the reasons set out in those impact.
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/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
(EN010166/APP/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.
2.0 Qualifying habitat loss and degradation
Natural England’s Relevant Representation  [The Applicant has taken mitigation
(RR-026) — NE23 measures into account which would be Natural England concur
Report A number of impact pathways have not legally required even if no Habitats sites  that the approach taken
o progressed to AA and rely on mltlgathn are involved, or which are already in place WI_tI_1 regarq to
Water quality & form  [ieasures (such as surface water drainage  |and operating (e.g. reliance on existing mitigation is
vater quantity Habitat strategies, CEMP and existing _abstractlon consents and e>_(|st|ng appropriate.
level and flow s consents/permits) to prevent a LSE. infrastructure). See preceding response
impacts at the Dee |Regulat Following the People Over Wind ruling by the (NE22) for conﬂrmatlon that there WI|| be no |Given that any impacts
2.1 Estuary SAC ons Court of Justice of the European Union, NE refur.b|shmenf[ in the Water Connection will occur on the Welsh Agreed
Ramsar site énd Assess [AdVise amendment to the HRA. Corridor by divers, who are purely there for side of the Dee
the River Dee &  ment (E |Vhere there is reference to existing permits ~ Safety. This, and the fact that works will Estuary, Natural
Bala Lake SAC  INO1016 [@nd consents, we advise pertinent instead be done by walking over the England defer to
6/APP; [Bafeguarding details such as duration of saltmarsh, is not a mitigation measure Natural Resources
6.12)  [consent, locations of consent, if the site is introduced to protect Habitats sites but an  \wales’s advice on this

using the full consented volume of water and
if any review of consents would be planned
for the near future are included.

inherent part of the construction
methodology for the Proposed
Development.

point and have no
further comment.

28



Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power

EN010166/APP/8.16

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

Ref

Subject

Releva
nt
Applica
tion
Docum
ent

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

l026]

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

[Final Commentary

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

The following activities will require
progression to AA:

Construction and demolition - Offloading of
materials at Connah’s Quay North

Water Connection Corridor - Utilisation of
existing discharge infrastructure and existing
cooling water abstraction within the River
Dee subiject to further additions and
refurbishment

Water Connection Corridor - Refurbishment
and upgrades by divers and a support
boat/barge, with access over the saltmarsh
Water Connection Corridor - The proposed
surface water outfall including the 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.

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 (ENO10166/APP/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
(ENO10166/APP/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/6.12) confirms that the
Applicant will continue 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
(ENO10166/APP/3.1) (and not simply
where the CEMP repeats a statutory
requirement) or which are not covered by
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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 to
continuing management of the existing discuss this matter. At
SAC / SPA / Ramsar areas within Applicant |Deadline 3 Natural
ownership as mitigation are noted and are [England have provided
being considered. the following comments
which the Applicant is
The managed retreat of existing defences [[€VIEWING.
south of the existing Connahs Quay Power
Station are considered mitigation in this Natural England
case for the reasons set out in paragraph  |maintains our position
, 10.2.10 of RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) [that the measures
gitur;asle%gt';':‘d ;RR-eolgt\s’a%tNEz 4 ‘Setting back the embankment would described to address
- - - reduce long-term losses of saltmarsh in the permanent loss of
Section 10.2.1 details the direct and Dee Estuary due to coastal squeeze and  |saltmarsh habitat
Report [permanent loss of qualifying saltmarsh thus ensure no net loss of grass dominated |constitute
to habitat at an area of 650m?. This habitatis a |sp116 or SM28 saltmarsh in the Dee compensatory
Direct habitat loss |inform [otified feature of the Dee Estuary SAC and  |Estyary by enabling the saltmarsh in the  |measures under the
or damage to Habitat [Will also support notified bird species existing area to expand landwards. Habitats Regulations Agreed that impacts are
qualifying habitat s associated with the Ramsar site and SPA. Provided this is done before the existing  |but recognise that a in Wales so NRW's
5o [Within the Dee Regula area of saltmarsh is lost it would allow the |'Without Prejudice’ advice is key.

" [Estuary SAC and tions  |Habitat management would not be sufficient |saltmarsh (which would be a naturally Derogations paper has Not agreed on the
Ramsar site and Assess [to address concerns as this would likely infer |shifting community without hard defences) |been submitted and interpretation of the
the River Dee and ment( |compensation and be a requirement of the to move naturally inland to a greater extent |[that the decision as to Habitats Regulations
Bala Lake SAC ENO0101 |[ROPI opinion (Imperative Reasons of Public |by managed realignment than the loss due |how the legislation

66/APP |Interest) in which the appropriate stages of  |fo the new outfall and therefore avoid a net |should be applied lies
/6.12) the HRA must be progressed to. loss. It would therefore not confiict with the \with the Competent

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

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

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
imeasures to be
compensation due to a
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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 Regulations Assessment (HRA)
derogation in Wales (EN010166/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.

lack of scientific
certainty.

23

Direct habitat loss
or damage to
qualifying habitat
within the Dee
Estuary SAC,
Ramsar site and
the River Dee and
Bala Lake SAC

Report
to
inform
Habitat
S
Regula
tions
Assess
ment (
ENO0101
66/APP

16.12)

Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE25

The HRA does not include details of the
management agreement of the saltmarsh
associated with the development. It is
unknown if this compensation/mitigation is
feasible at this stage.

Since the proposal involves continuing
existing management, already agreed with
NRW through the existing Conservation
Areas Management Plan, there is a high
level of confidence that it would be feasible.

The Applicant has prepared an Outline
Saltmarsh Implementation and
Monitoring Plan (EN010166/APP/6.16)
which will be supported by a new
requirement within the Draft

DCO(EN010166/APP/3.1) . This new

Natural England
welcome the
commitment to prepare
an Outline Saltmarsh
Implementation and
Monitoring Plan
(ENO10166/APP/6.16)
to be secured by a
commitment within the
DCO.

Agreed
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requirement will include appropriate Natural England note
wording in connection to Work No. 5 that this was also
(Construction of a surface water requested by Natural
discharge). This Strategy will include Resources Wales in
details of any proposed monitoring (to be  their Written
implemented during construction and used [Representations.
through operation) following its creation
and provide details of a contingency plan  |Gijyen the Outline
should the saltmarsh not establish. Saltmarsh
Implementation and
The managed retreat area would be Monitoring Plan
subject to the same nitrogen deposition as (EN010166/APP/6.16)
existing saltmarsh in this location, but it relates to work within
would allow the persistence of an area of  Wales Natural England
saltmarsh that would otherwise be lostto  defer to NRW'’s advice
sea-level rise in the long-term. on this document.
The RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) b e
prepared by the Applicant states that ‘With greed-with NEio
the Dee General Directions in place no rearethaRHEEA
additional water supplies beyond existing  |(ENS1O166/ARPR/EA2)
consents and licensed volumes would be  jgt-DeadlineEio
required for the Proposed Development’ oottt
(paragraph 7.2.42). It also notes that the Fhintes Ansropriate
Rebort Natural England’s Relevant Applicant is not proposing to amend the Eesssias
A épo Representation (RR-026) — NE26 existing abstraction licence and permitted  FhiFollowing the review
Qualifying habitat i:form L SEs are screened out of further assessment (discharge limits controlled via the of updated
loss and Habitat P° the Site Improyement Plan for _the Dee enwronmental‘permlt (paragraphs 7.3.1‘7 documentatlon _
degradation S Estuary does not identify change in water and 7.3.18). Since the existing ab_st_ractlons submitted at Deadline
\Water Quantit Regula quantity, level and flow as threat to site have not been put forward for revision, the 6. Natural England now
24 Y, - integrity as it is a tidal ecosystem. Natural Applicant is not changing the existing agree with the Net-Agreed
Level tantd ZLOWD 2‘;2:55 England do not concur. baseline, and that baseline has been Applicant on this
g?::rj So ACe ee ment (/e would expect details of change in use deemed acceptable through the grant of  matiersappreach-is
Ramsar site ENO0101 [2nd potential changes to hydrological regime, [he existing environmental permit. weleemed-by-NE-
ee/APP [low and velocity, including water chemistry,
16.12) impact on sedimentation and water . o
temperature to support the assessment. not been—ableto
et s
RIHRApricrto-deadine
Frarkedas—Not
e
: :
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Hrsratterecodidbe
e
During construction, approximately 60
barge operations are anticipated over a 12
month period at Connah’s Quay North. In
reality, the number of operations would be
Natural England’s Relevant less than this as the Applicant would also
Representation (RR-026) — NE27 seek to utilise the existing port facilities at
The HRA does not identify LSE to benthic Port of Mostyn and Ellesmere Port. Each
habitats and coastal geomorphology at barge would ground at low tide, remaining
designated sites. in contact with the intertidal sediments only
This requires consideration, both alone and  [for the duration of a single tidal cycle
in - combination during all stages of the (typically a few hours) before refloating on
scheme. the subsequent tide. Based on published
There is the potentia| for increased tide-time data for the River Dee at Chester,
Report disturbance to bed and banks morphology ~ [the estuary experiences two low waters per A . s §
to associated with vessels movement — e.g. 24-hour period (approximately every 12 bs any Impac ds'l rom
Qualifying habitat Inform ~ vessel wake — and barges left to ground out hours), therefore, the proposed barge use ina:;?-etijglrgirc]jirl:gn?:
loss and g Habitat fon the riverbed at low tide with consequent ~ [fépresents only a small fraction of available 1l be on the Welsh
degradation s direct footprint and potential scour from tidal low-tide windows. :;Ide c?fct)r?e Deee els
. Regula [flows interacting between seabed and boat
2.5 |Water quality & tions  lksurfaces T hvsical int tion betw th Estuary, Natural Agreed
Lvater quantity, i . emporary physical interaction between the England defer to
level and flow Assess |Assessment should consider not only the soft bqrge hulls and the_ seabed may cause Natural Resources
impacts at the Dee ment ( isediment habitats that characterise much of ~ |minor, short-term disturbance or localised .o\ 2 qvice on this
ENO0101 the area but also the morphology of the compression of sediments. However, the impact and have no
66/APP |seabed and potential for habitat recovery. soft, mobile sediments that characterise the ¢ 4or comment
/6.12) Although the impact of offloading may be intertidal area are naturally subject to '

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.

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
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[Final Commentary

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

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.

Surface water runoff during construction
will be managed in accordance with the
Framework CEMP (EN010166/APP/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 NRWA46.

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].

26

Qualifying habitat
loss and
degradation
Direct habitat loss
within the Dee
Estuary SAC and
Ramsar site

Report
to
inform
Habitat
S
Regula
tions
Assess
ment (
ENO101
66/APP
/6.12)

Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE28

Natural England do not concur that mitigation
can be applied to the direct loss of saltmarsh.
\We also raise concerns that the proposal
seeks to extend the duration of existing
habitat management under mitigation
[proposals.

Natural England advise that landowners are
required to maintain land designated as a
SSSI in favourable condition in line with the
requirements of S28 of the Wildlife and
Countryside Act 1981 (as amended).

This matter has been addressed in the
Applicant’s response to NE24.

The Applicant notes that landowners are
required to maintain land designated as
SSSI in favourable condition. The Applicant
understands Natural England’s point to be
that the Applicant would be required to
continue the existing management of the
Connah’s Quay Conservation Areas
throughout the lifetime of the Proposed
Development to comply with the WCA 1981
and therefore this is not mitigation for the
loss of saltmarsh. The Applicant notes that
even if the continued management of the
Conservation Areas was disregarded, the
setback of flood defences south of the
existing power station would still be

Given the saltmarsh
loss is within Wales,
Natural England defer
to NRW’s advice on
this matter.

Agreed
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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.
The figure of 650 m? is temporary loss At Deadline 3 Natural
associated with the installation of England provided the
connection of the drainage network from following comments:
within the Main Development Area to the
proposed outfall. This area is based on the  |\atyral England note
dimen_sions of the ex.pe.cted construc_:tiqn that Natural Resources
footprint as shown within the Order limits. It |4/a/es have raised the
is therefore worst-case as it cannot go potential for scour
beyond the Order limits. The permanent impacts in the Written
loss associated with the with the proposed Representations.
headwall structure is in the region of 5 m?2
Natural England’s Relevant but is subject to detailed design. As any impacts from
Representation (RR-026) — NE29 _ this will be within the
It is not clear how the conclusion of no E;i::i‘:j::g;iode;:iféér}g:‘;?azciggrh Welsh side of the Dee
o : Report [erosion at the outfall is assessed and Estuary SAC, Natural
8:?31;19 habitat to Whether this was the outcome of modelling 10.2.2 of tl?e RIHRA (ENO1?1:6_|I_I$PP/6.12) England defer to
earadati inform [considering the type of sediment and design [ ° SCOUT 10SSes are expected. 1he Natural Resources
ggra a |9n Habitat bof the structure. erosion assessment was a qualitative Wales advice on this
Direct habitat loss | assessment made by a coastal process issue.
or damage to Requla ) specialist, as modelling was not considered
2.7 [ualifying habitat |y o9 The new surface water outfall design has not |hecessary. The conclusion is based on the Agreed
Within Dee Estuary tions et been finalised, the figure of 650m 2 for ot (as noted in paragraph 10.2.2 of the Natural England agree
SAC. Ramsar site Assess saltmarsh loss during construction of the new RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) ) that l:hat there W’/_/ be no
nd SPAand the  [MeNt { utfall should be justified and related to the  elocities are not high enough to cause ~ [MPacts to River Dee
ENO0101 l4imensions of the structures to be and Bala Lake SAC

River Dee and Bala
Lake SAC

66/APP
16.12)

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.

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
(ENO10166/APP/6.5) provides further
details on mitigation measures specific to
the Surface Water Outfall Area within which
these works would take place.

from this impact.
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'The area of managed retreat to offset
losses of saltmarsh is much larger than 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
(ENO10166/APP/6.12) .
Natural England’s Relevant 'This matter has been acknowledged in the
Representation (RR-026) — NE30 Applicant’s response to NE29. The erosion |Ag this point relates to
A general model of the hydrodynamics and ~ [@ssessment was a qualitative assessment  the impacts on
Water quality & Qi':(pf I_r\' sediment dynamics of the study area has made by a coastal process specialist, s saltmarsh from the
water quantity, Scopir, [PEEN carried out, but not one specific to the modelling was not considered necessary.  cooling water outflow,
5 g [evel and flow PN impact of the outfall flows on the morphology [The conclusion is based on the fact (as which will be on the Agreed
*© mpacts at the Dee ge ort Pf the saltmarsh. noted in paragraph 10.2.2 of the RIHRA  \velsh side of the Dee 9
Estuary SAC and [AIEP- (ENO_10166/APPIG.12)-) that veIOC|t|§s are |[Estuary Natural
Ramsar site 172] Further modelling is proposed in 14.5.2 but not high enough to cause scour erosion Engla,nd deferto
subject to temporary works in the river. This around the new outfall. NRW's advice on this
does not currently provide sufficient evidence ISsue.
to conclude no LSE within the HRA.
There is no dredging proposed as part of  [Natural England
the construction or operation of the welcome the
Natural England’s Relevant cF;ropo'sed Development._For this reason, clarifiqation. that no
Representation (RR-026) — NE31 redging has not been discussed or dredging will occur as
) Appen - > ’ . assessed in the RIHRA part of the proposal,
Water quality & | "y'a. [Puring operation, temporary increases in | gNoq0166/APP/6.12) . and accept the
water quantity, Scopin SSC s.edlme.nt deposition may occur frqm reasoning as to why it
level and flow potential maintenance dredging, potentially
29 | g leading to contaminant mobilisation turbidity has not been f\greed
E’;ﬁfgﬁ; gxgeagge Report | 209 ' considered in the
- RIHRA.
Ramsar site !ll_;z]P The operational impacts of sediment
deposition and dredging requirements has
not been discussed within the HRA gj;(::fzaeldEtrll?slaar:jddz:ses
our concerns and have
no further comment
Water quality & Appen Appendix 14-B: Land Contamination As any contaminants
2.1 water quantity, dix Natural England’s Relevant Methodology [APP-217] is a methodology will be from land in Agreed
0 Jevel and flow 14B:  [Representation (RR-026) — NE32 document. The relevant assessment is Wales, Natural England g
impacts at the Dee |Land presented Chapter 14: Geology and
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Estuary SAC and |Conta |We do not support accidental immobilisation |Ground Conditions [APP-052]. defer to NRW’s advice
Ramsar site minatio |of contaminants into the designated water Paragraph 14.6.10 of Chapter 14: on this matter
n sites. Geology and Ground Conditions [APP-
Method |Contaminated land should be identified as a [092] states: ‘To summarise the assessment
ology |LSE within the HRA. Progression to AA is presented in Appendix 14-C: Potential
[APP-  required. Areas of Contamination and Further Risk
217] 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].
[APP- The RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) Natural England accept
considers the reasonably foreseeable that any major accident
g?\fl]iro implications of delivering the Proposed issugs will be
Water quality & menta Development at Connah’s Quay such as considered under the
water quantity, , through pollution. Major accidents and relevant legislation and
level and flow I WQWNE% disasters can occur at any power station or have no further
2.1 |impacts at the Dee Zt:tem ﬁp re:ient_all;m ‘ ——= )_:j t_ q construction site but are not covered in the |comment. Aareed
1 [Estuary SAC, Non- ne potential tor major accidents and HRAs for those projects because they are g
Ramsar site and on-  disasters has not been discussed withinthe |4t 5 planned or expected outcome of
SPA and River Dee Techni HRA. operation of the Proposed Development.
and Bala Lake SAC [
Summa
ry Chapter 22: Major Accidents and
(NTS) Disasters [APP-060] identifies legislation
relevant to the control of major accidents
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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 further
Representation (RR-026) — NE34 action is required as these measures are
Report \ve support embedded mitigation such as secured by Requirement 4 (Construction
to precautionary methods of vegetation Environmental Management Plan) of the
\Water quality & Inform - (earance, a minimum of 30 m ecological Draft DCO (ENO010166/APP/3.1) . The
water quantity, Habitat \safequard zones for all construction laydown |[Commitments Register [APP-251] Natural England
level and flow S areas, for the protection of sensitive provides further information on securing |/ o1come these
2.1 [mpacts at the Dee Regula |yapitats/species occupying the Dee Estuary. [mechanisms for each individual measures being Agreed
2 [Estuary SAC, tions commitment made by the Applicant. secured via a DCO
S?,?Zirdsgﬁlgr gee asesnis(s Additional sediment control measures will be requirement.
and Bala Lake SAC [EN0101 g‘oﬂsgfﬁzrgr’;‘; t:uelvﬁsmmn .
66/APP .
/6.12)

The HRA may require amendment to clearly
state these measures will be provided

3.0 Air quality and aerial pollutants

Natural England’s Relevant Representation Naturs| England’s concerns were . e Applicant and :
(RR-026) — NE35 addrgssed in the main text of Cha.pter 8: Air Natgral England remain
- . Quality [APP-046]. Table 8-5 provides a in disagreement on this
There remain outstanding concerns from our \esnonse to each of Natural England’s matter. Please refer to
Report g(r)ec\ﬁ;u:mstatutory engagement on the PEIR |-, ments in relation to air quality. For the Closing Statement
to S ) o . example, the last version of the Emission  [(EN010166/APP/9.41)
i form }’(\)/r? advise further information is still required gca):})or Toc;:kit (v1 :) states projections until [for t?e Applicant’s final
: . . - can be used. position.Fhe-Applicant
:Ierrgtljzlgﬁu?gr?ts sHabltat Clarity on the distance and screening D
_ thresholds for all sources (traffic and England-with-updated
3.1 f\tmospheric Regulat L gricultural), both alone and in -combination frmn e festo it Not Agreed
pollution at ions A t of back i : :
internationally Assess [ SSeSSMeNt ot backup or auxiliary power inf - I
designated sites ment (E ProVisions o » : g
NO1016 |[The correct application of critical loads and peen-nclided-within
6/APP/ fevels Chapterid:
6.12)  [mpacts on supporting habitat Ferrestrial-and
The Emission Factor Toolkit does not W' 1010166/APR/6.2.14
recommend projecting figures beyond 2030. o
The explanation of emissions assumed from (-ENO-‘LO-‘I—&GJAP—FZ#M.‘;))E” HHE
2034 is not provided. 0 ine 6 )
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e
e e e e
I .
:
up_dated dggu. © t.at 5
e
.
; o § :
e otor code e
narked-as-Ac X
Deadine 7
Paragraph 7.2.56 of the RIHRA
(EN010166/APP/6.12) makes it clear the
critical levels for ammonia and NOx would
Natural England’s Relevant not be exceeded at this SAC alone or in
Representation (RR-026) — NE36 combination. This is true during both
Air quality assessment must consider construction and operation of the Proposed
expanding populations of Luronium natans.  [Pevelopment. The only interest feature of
this SAC which is identified on Air Pollution
: . . Information System (APIS) as being
Report Consideration of NH3 and NOx critical levels sensitive to nitrogen deposition is Luronium [Further information
for the floating vegetation of the . ; ived f NRW
to watercourses (‘Water courses of plain to natans. However, Luronium natans is rece!ve rom .
inform montane levels with the Ranunculion known to be confined to Bala Lake and confirms that Luronium
Habitat | .. .. L : associated slow flowing sections of the natans is not found
. fluitantis and Callitricho - Batrachion : . o
Atmospheric S Vegetation’) is also not evidenced River Dee, approximately 50 km from the  within the lower
pollution at the Regula g ’ stretch of River Dee relevant to the stretches of the River

3.2

River Dee and Bala
Lake SAC

tions
Assess
ment (
ENO0101
66/APP
/6.12)

\We do not support the screening conclusion
that the species is only found in Bala Lake as
aerial pollutants must not compound the
ability for this species to colonise new areas.

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.

Proposed Development, and much further
than this following the river 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 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

Dee.

Natural England
concurs that the
likelihood of impacts to
Bala Lake is minimal.

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

Agreed
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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].
Report Paragraphs 7.3.36 and 7.3.37 of _the _ The_ gpdgted
to RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) discuss air [(clarification and
inform , quality impacts on Mersey Estuary SPA/  supporting information
Habitat Natural England’s Relevant Ramsar from operation but not construction fregarding affected road
Atmospheric Representation (RR-026) — NE37 or demolition. This is because no partof  jnetwork and the
pollution at the Regula There is no assessment of potential impacts the Affected Road Network is within 200m  |Mersey Estuary
3.3 Mersey Estuary tions to the Mersey Estuary Ramsar site and SPA. [of the SPA. SPA/Ramsar has been Agreed
Ramsar site and A noted. On the basis of
ssess | _ . i ‘
SPA ment (|t is not possible to exclude LSE at this stage the information
EN0101 [N the absence of evidence. currently provided,
66/APP Natural Engl'and .
6.12) considers this point
) resolved.
Natural England’s Relevant s
Reoort [RERIESENtation (RR-026) - NE3S Natural England remain
toepo Ammonia, nitrogen and acid deposition lr?wz?tltsé?q};?ee;(znrtecf)grtgs
. arising from construction traffic must —
inform brogress to AA _ . . the Closing Statement
Atmospheric Habitat he stud area' i shown in Fiaure 8.1 There are no Habitat sites within 200m of [(EN010166/APP/9.41)
Collution at the Dee ENO1016y6 000452 - ES Chag o 8- Air the Affected Road Network other than Dee [for the Applicant’s final
3.4 [Estuary SAC Regula Quality (R pter ©. Estuary SAC / SPA/ Ramsar and River position.Fre-Applicant Not Aareed
' L tions y (Rev 00) (Chapter 8) but itis unclear neq g Bala Lake SAC, which have been  [provided Natural g
Ramsarsite and |5 cooo¢ that this includes all roads where there would |§iscussed in the RIHRA - ith undated
SPA ment (Pe @ pollution change of >1% of the critical | ENg10166/APP/6.12) e ‘ y
EN0101 level or load, or which roads were screened ’ ) : luti
66/APP [N as having >500AADT as outlined in Table the Dok
16.12) 1 Appendix 8C/ para 8.3.12. SAC R i I
It is therefore not considered that sufficient SPA__This information
evidence has been provided to exclude AEOI has now-been-included




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

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

Releva [Final Commentary
nt
. [Summary of Natural England Comment . , .
Ref |[Subject _ppllca within their Relevant Representation [RR- Appllgant $ position at
ion lo26] [Deadline 1 [REP1-062]
Docum
ent
to this protected site arising from construction e
impacts. Terrestrial-and
reatieEeology
B e
)} and-the RIHRA
s e
e
e e e
i
Bble-io-reviewthe .
upﬁdatedgdeeu.l e gt‘vat on
matteris-marked-as
considered-that
e e
this-mattercould-be
Deadline 7
Paragraph 7.2.56 of the RIHRA
(EN010166/APP/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. The only
Report interest feature of this SAC which is : ;
; Further information
to Natural England’s Relevant identified on APIS as being sensitive to :
" i . e i received from NRW
inform [Representation (RR-026) — NE39 hitrogen deposition is Luronium natans. , -

. . . - - . . ; confirms that Luronium
Air quality and Habitat (It is not possible to exclude LSE on the River [However, Luronium natans is known to be hatans is not found
@erial pollutants S Dee and Bala Lake SAC from impacts of confined to Bala Lake and associated slow within the lower
Atmospheric Regula itrogen deposition due to in - combination  flowing sections of the River Dee, :

3.5 - . L . stretches of the River
pollution at the tions [effects and existing background levels. approximately 50 km from the stretch of

River Dee and Bala
Lake SAC

Assess
ment (
ENO0101
66/APP
/6.12)

An AA has not been undertaken in relation to
River Dee and Bala Lake SAC, but is
required for nitrogen deposition and possibly
ammonia.

River Dee relevant to the Proposed
Development as the crow flies, and much
further than this following the river
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 character to
the upper stretches and apart from being
too far from the existing populations for

Dee.

Natural England
concurs that the
likelihood of impacts to
Bala Lake is minimal.

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

Agreed
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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”.
L uronium 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 ammonia from operational [Ihe Applicant and
Representation (RR-026) — NE40 traffic wasn’t presented in isolation within ~ [Natural England remain
- ; . Chapter 8: Air Quality [APP-046], or in disagreement on this
S;?;gn':t;ie:::egs:ﬁgﬁg:% tgsulrr::és of Appendix 8D: Air Quality Operational matter. Please refer to
emissions considered. Assessment (ENO10166/APP/6.4). In the [he Closing Statement
. L . Change Report, to be submitted at (EN010166/APP/9.41)
Report [The in ~co mbination a_ssessmgnt IS unclgar Deadline 3, these impacts will be presented [for the Applicant’s final
Fo (cumulative PCs are ||_10Iuded in appendix 8D in isolation. osition The Anol
Atmospheric mform for NOx_, Ndep and acid dep, but not _ p.cewded-Nai-u;alp_‘
pollution at Habitat ammqma_) - and_ whet_her the scope of in - c i I |
internationally S combination projects is complete. i b i
3.6 [designated sites in Regula ' ' _ the-in-combination Not Agreed
| combination with NS keywords used in planning portal/ Permit assessment-approach-
other plans and ASSesS searches should be provided to ensure the This-information-has
projects gﬁg} é 4 scope is sufficient. how-been-ncluded
It is unclear if agricultural sources of et
I666/1’;|;P emissions and traffic emissions from Torrastrialand
: potential but not committed developments (oot e Bealogpy
such as allocations in local plans have been R e e
considered. It is recommended that a live D
register of plans and projects is maintained. (=Rle4-eEe P e A
This includes Enfinium Deeside Energy from at Deadine 6

\Waste Plan and HyNet - related point
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sources (e.g. other CCPs) within 15 km to He-ever—asNatral
assist in an updated assessment. Eociooosoiis pesess
e et
B e e s
e
Cos e te st
ooy o e
oS s
e
The Applicant and
Natural England remain
in disagreement on this
matter. Please refer to
The only notable source of ammonia within e Closing Statement
the grid square used for background (EN010166/APP/9.41)
ammonia is the A548 Weighbridge road, for the Applicant’s final
, which runs along the southern edge of the position. Fhe-Applicant
Natural En I.a nd's Relevant square. It would be reasonable to assume  |provided Natural
Representation (RR-026) — NE41 ) : .
— : , background concentrations of ammonia are |cngiand with-updated
Report Clarity is needed in regard to the in - homogenous across the remainder of the  |sormation regarding
combination assessment and sources of square : :
::form emissions considered. ' FIFeEPRORG-paliG!
. e =
Habitat Th% project alone would generate a PC of i, background ammonia concentrations [SACSPAand-Ramsar
. 1.5% of the Nitrogen deposition critical load . . : : - :
Atmospheric s nd 2.4% in combination. so an LSE was will be updated in the Change Report, with [ste—thisinfermation
37 pollution at the Dee |[Regula ﬂ dentifie d° ’ the latest value from APIS being 1.9 ug/m3  fhas-new-been-included
" |[Estuary SAC, SPA tions ) ) for the same grid square. e
and Ramsar site Assess |Table 35 of Appendix 8D shows that the Terrestrialand
ment ( contribution of the Proposed Developmentto | , Agquatic Ecology
EN0101 EMmonia at receptor OE2 (Dee Estuary) With regard to the typographical error, the (ENO10166/ARPI6.2.41
66/APP vould represent 2% of the lowest critical Applicant acknowledges that the , b and-the RIHRA
6.12) |evel for the SAC of 1ug/m3. contribution of the development alone is (ENO10166/ARRI6.12)
12) . : " .. 10.67% not 0.3%, although the Applicant , i
Assuming the higher critical level (3ug/m3) it | hi I h h 2t Deadline6-
would contribute 0.67% alone (not 0.3% as a'so not_est 1S wou no_t change the
: - ’ conclusion of the analysis. Nonetheless,
stated in the Section 7.3.33). . : . L .
since the air quality modelling is being However-as-NE-have
amended for the Change Report this can  fretbeenableloreview
be corrected in a future update to the he—paated
RIHRA to be submitted at Deadline 3. documentation-priorie
coneceres—dion

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

Not Agreed
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z — :
oe—mrome s o s s
| bn
Paragraph 7.2.56 of the RIHRA
(ENO010166/APP/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. The only
interest feature of this SAC which is
Natural England’s Relevant identified on APIS as being sensitive to
Representation (RR-026) — NE42 nitrogen deposition is Luronium natans.
It is not possible to exclude LSE on the River [However, Luronium natans is known to be
Dee and Bala Lake SAC from impacts of confined to Bala Lake and associated slow
hitrogen deposition based on the information [flowing sections of the River Dee,
provided within the HRA documents. approximately 50 km from the stretch of
Report [LSE from operational ammonia at this River Dee relevant to the Proposed Further information
to receptor can also not be excluded. Development as the crow flies, and much [received from NRW
inform further than this following the river confirms that Luronium
Habitat |zssessment is available in Appendix 8D meanders. In sut_>se_quent commen.ts, natans is not found
Atmospheric s Which indicates that in - combination impacts Natural England |nd|c§tes the Applicant within the lower ‘
3.8 pc_>||ut|on at the Regma at receptor OE10 (project alone, traffic should assume Lurop/um natans may . stretches of the River
River Dee and Bala tions impacts and cumulative added together) spreaq through the river system, but thl_s Is Dee.
ake SAC Assess |-ould be over 1% of the N dep critical load unrealistic; the Iovyer str_etches of the River
ment ( (0.14kgN/halyr which is approx. 1.4% of the Dee are of an entirely different characfter to INatural England
532\?; 10kgN/halyr critical load — Table 36). L’;g ;‘aﬁﬂfg;trtﬁt:’;i‘fsﬁ:“g :ggﬂtl;?onr:sbg?g concurs that the
16.12) Ammonia was modelled at approx. colonization, are also too fast flowing for I,;kae'lamf:fe?; Inr?ﬁl?;t;_to

0.02ug/m3 which is 0.67% of the 3ug/m3
critical level. As outlined for Dee Estuary
below, uncertainty in the in -combination
ammonia emissions and the comparatively
high ammonia concentrations in the area
(2.4pug/m3 at receptor OE10) means that, in
the absence of further evidence.

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

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

Agreed
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ent
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 B e
information about the sensitivity of the e
qualifying features of a Habitat site to be Lpdated-information
excluded from consideration at the HRA e
screening stage of the HRA process. R e
(et r—enr o
e
=
(St
- trial and
, -
atural England’s Relevant (-ENO-1-0466#APP!6-2—14’ quatic Ecology
Report Representation (RR-026) — NE43 | and the RIHRA -
Fof onsideration of the sensitivity of the bird (ENO10166/APP/6.12)
:_rl' g!tmt pecies associated with the SPA and Ramsar a2t Deadline-6- )
Atmospheric s abltat kite would be relevant within an AA — but not '
i at the screening stage.
pollution at the Regula 9siag Following the review of
3.9 |Mersey Estuary ti :
R ite and ions ) updated documentation
amsar si Assess |The screening assessment should be based submitted at Deadline 6
SPA ment (PN the PC modelled at the receptor (in this Natural England now
EN0101 [case OE6). Tables 33, 35, 36 and 38 in aaree with the
66/APP Appendix 8D indicate these would be 0.1% Applicant on this
16.12) for NOx, 0.2% for ammonia, 0.4% for Ndep mZE()terl lowever—ae-NE
and 0.3% acid dep from the project alone. have not been-able-to
review the updated
)
e
Sope oo thos
. :
Iel llowing Iuntlnelllllene..
[t e
=TT
3.1 JAtmospheric Report [Natural England’s Relevant As per paragraph 10.2.25 and 10.2.26 of  [The Applicant and
0 |pollution at the Dee [to Representation (RR-026) — NE44 the RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) -the Natural England remain

Natural
Englan
d RAG
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Agreed

Not Agreed
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Estuary SAC, inform The assessment has not addressed the Applicant considers that they have clearly n disagreement on this
Ramsar site, SPA  |Habitat Conservation Objectives of the Dee Estuary justified why no LSE would arise: matter. Please refer to
s or whether this addition would undermine the Closing Statement
Regula these. ‘This would affect approximately 1.3 ha of (EN010166./APP,/ 9.41)
tions |t is accepted that the addition is small given |saltmarsh or 0.008% of saltmarsh in the for the Applicant’s final
Assess the extent of saltmarsh in the estuary, but itis [SAC. However, the following factors and ~ [Position.The-Applicant
ment ( lunclear whether such addition would characteristics that counteract negative provided-Natural
EN0101 adversely impact on the integrity of the site.  |ecological impacts must be taken into England-with-updated
66/APP For example, if the upper saltmarsh (nearer  |account: informationregarding
/6.12)  the road) is more botanically diverse than e The small (though not imperceptible) atmoespheric-peliution
pioneer saltmarsh (which is more frequently impact: atthe DeeEstuary
inundated) or supports qualifying species of ’ o SAC-Ramsar-site; SPA
the SPA, addition of pollutant to this area * The /Z"Ct lt)hat some saltmar. ;h n tZ'S alrrea —Fhis-information-has
may have an adverse effect not directly ;V;sflce tiblg toﬁ/)vl;/?oein dza O':I.Z;Sn_ ess Row-been-included
related to its area. - ‘; o that Ig thp 0 0,1<y . within-Chapter14:
The 5 -year construction period may also * Ihe jact that less than U.U17 OF Terrestrial-and
delay any ongoing decline in Ndep in the :ilélmte;;;zh %575 gﬁ%v‘?:;%tgﬁv:ﬁg?ft:g (ENO10166/APP/6.2.11
area. rather than loss of saltmarsh and may not ) and-the RIHRA
) , , arise at all in practice due to other (EN010166/APP/6.12)
Consideration of the impact on saltmarsh confounding factors such as 5t Deadline 6.
indicated that the proposed development management and tidal inundation regime;
alone would result in increased Ndep (>1%) e The fact that the effect would be
i R e
on 1.3ha of protected Ihabltat E’om temporary. Although not short-term ’ _
construction impacts. In -combination 4 . » pet-been-able-toreview
impacts would be assumed to act in addition ;SQSt;L;(Z’an le;?UItCL e/ail; O;?@;O;(ém?aeg theuupda{ed. .
i - documentation-priorto
fo this. reported above are for the worst-case Deadline 6 this matter
construction year not the entire s marked as ‘Not
construction period; and Agreed-ltis
e The fact that Ilong-term nitrogen considered-that
deposition over decades is generally followingfurtherreview
more of a concern than shorter-term this-matiercould-be
changes in deposition. rreflendae forand o
Therefore, it is considered that this would ~— Peadine+-

not constitute an adverse effect on the
integrity of the Dee Estuary / 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].

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status
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Regarding ammonia, even allowing for The Applicant and
localised spatial variation, ammonia Natural England remain
concentrations are forecast to be below the |n disagreement on this
critical level for the relevant habitat matter. Please refer to
(saltmarsh) alone or in combination with the Closing Statement
other plans or projects (paragraph 7.3.33 of (EN010166/APP/9.41)
the RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12) . for the Applicant’s final
Therefore, there is no mechanism for a position. Fhe-Apphecant
INatural England’s Relevant LSE to occur. Soiotn Lt
Representation (RR-026) — NE45 England-with-updated
The AA focusses on nitrogen deposition only, [Process Contribution at OE2 was reported [Ffermatienregarding
with modelling indicating 445 ha of saltmarsh |as an annual mean ammonia concentration [FFResprese-paiuton
would be subject to ‘in - combination’ of 0.02 ug/m3 which is equivalent to 0.7%  [FF e BeeEstuary
hitrogen deposition above 1% of the critical  [of the critical level value. The 2.6 ug/m3 SAC-Ramsarsis;

Eeport load. background is 13% below the critical level SPA—Hhis-Rfermation

inform [AMmonia is just below the critical level in the value, and the additional 0.7% would not a6-Rew-beer-neluded

Habitat 1km square containing the identified receptor p_Iace achleve_ment of the critical level at M-t-h-l-n-cha-pter—ﬂ—_ :

Atmospheric S point OE2 (2.6ug/m3) based on APIS data.  [risk. Thg Appllcant has reached a _ WFESM
31 bolluti P tthe Dee Requla [AS @mmonia concentrations are spatially professional judgement that a LSE is Aquatic Ecology
1 Eotu |onSaAC ebee bi eguia variable, it is likely that some points in the ~ [unlikely to occur and would expect the (ENO0466/APP/6-2-44
Rzrl;asgr site. SPA I-I\cs"s‘zss grid square are higher than the critical level. [nformation before Natural England to janc-iae RIHRA
’ ment (|lis therefore considered that ammonia enable them to do the same. (Ell;l; I;”I.E 'g' R/6-42)

EN0101 should be addressed in the operational AA, '

66/APP [iven uncertainty of emissions in the area.

/6.12) [t is unclear what area within the entirety of However-as-NEhave
the protected site would be affected and et'bee Hasiea
whether this would have the potential for Foview-the-updated
expansion of the qualifying saltmarsh or deeu-maq%ahen—p%#te
potentially more sensitive habitats, as well as Peacins Bthis—matier
this habitat supporting qualifying bird fs-arked-as—Net
species. Ag-peed—n—e

: :
following furiher raview
Beadihe/-
Air quality and Chapge atural En I_and’s Relevant The _Applica_nt can confirm that in Chapter |Natural I_England notes
3.1 erial pollutants r 8: Air Representation (RR-026) — NE46 8: Air Quality [APP-046] assessment the the Applicant’s
2' . Quality |Ammonia concentrations were over 1% at value of 1.4% for the FEED 2 scenario was (clarification regarding
Atmospheric [APP-  |OE2 (Dee Estuary) (and OE11 a SSSI correct and that there was a typographical fthe typographical error

pollution at the Dee

046]

ntirely in Wales) in FEED 1. The

error in the accompanying text.

Status

Not Agreed

Agreed
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Estuary SAC, assessment of the Dee estuary for FEED1 is and considers this point
Ramsar site, SPA in Ch 11. Table 8.19 indicates that ammonia  These calculations will be superseded by  [resolved.
concentrations at the Dee Estuary under the the Change Report to be submitted at
FEED 2 scenario (alone) was 1.4% — which  |Deadline 3.
contradicts the statement in para 8.6.39 that
it was less than 1% (and only non - statutory
sites exceeded 1%).
This should be clarified. It may be that the
Imost affected site was actually non statutory
OE30, as in Table 8.20, rather than OE2 as
stated .
The parties continue to
discuss this matter.
At Deadline 4 Natural
Natural England’s Relevant England have provided
Representation (RR-026) — NE47 the fo"owing comments
Mitigation is suggested to extend the duration which the Applicant is
of positive management of the saltmarsh and reviewing:
other habitats within the approximately 26 ha
Connah’s Quay Conservation Areas for the Natural England
lifetime _of the Proposed Develop_ment, orin maintains our position
:)eport zﬁ(r)p;te:glty (80 years) whichever is the that the measures
inform This would include management to create an doscribed [0 address
Habitat : ' g permanent loss of
Atmospheric s approximately 1,2OQm area of retreat to saltmarsh habitat
3.1 pollution at the Dee Regula allow natural migration inland of SAC The Applicant considers that this matter constitute
3' Estuary SAC ti saltmarsh. has been addressed in their response to compensation under
ry X ) ions NE24. . Agreed
Ramsar site, SPA  |Assess the Habitats
ment ( \VWhilst this is welcomed, the assessment Regula}‘/ons but
EN0101 [does not justify why this is mitigation rather recognise that a
66/APP [than compensation (i.e. it will not prevent ‘Without Prejudice’
/6.12) [potential loss/ damage to the habitat directly Derogations paper has

affected by nitrogen 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.

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 we
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Summary of Natural England Comment
ithin their Relevant Representation [RR-
26]

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

[Final Commentary

defer to Natural
Resources Wales’s
advice but note that in
their Written
Representations they
also consider these
imeasures to be
compensation due to a
lack of scientific
certainty

uni
per

Atmospheric
pollution at
internationally
designated sites

Chapte
r 8: Air
Quality
[APP-
046]

INatural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE48

It is noted that the impact is assessed as
both the proposed development against the
current baseline, and secondly having regard
to the “removed” contributions from the
current Connah’s quay power station (as a
future baseline).

For clarity, NE comments are based only on
the PC/ in combination PC values presented
in the AQ appendices, and not the “change”
values.

The impact should be assessed against the
current (APIS or monitored) baseline.

The removal of existing emissions would be
an in -combination consideration (i.e. a “post
APIS” project that could overlap spatially and
temporally with the proposed development).

The RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12)
assessment took no account of the
‘change’ values since the improvement
from the closure of the existing Connah’s
Quay Power Station on Habitats sites is
generally small. Therefore, the RIHRA
(EN010166/APP/6.12) -has been
precautionary and in line with Natural
England’s advice.

Beadine—Iollowing
the review of updated
documentation
submitted at Deadline 6

Natural England now
agree with the

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

Agreed
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Applicant on this
matter.
Natural England’s Relevant Since measures to control dust are already [Natural England concur
Representation (RR-026) — NE49 included in project proposals irrespective of {that the approach taken
Report Following the People Over Wind ruling by the he presence of Habitats sites (since such  |with regard to dust
fO Court of Justice of the European Union, NE ~ |measures are standard embedded mitigation in the RIHRA
Atmospheric |nf0|.'m advice amendment to the HRA. measures on construction S|tes)_ itis is appropriate.
pollution (dust) at Habitat 7 5 50 Atmospheric Pollution — dust considered these can be taken into account
51 fheDeeEstuary [ [eposition, Section 7.2.52 refers to the need at the HRA screening stage.
5 SAC, Ramsar site, tiogs for a CEMP in relation to dust impacts to the Agreed
SPA & the River Dee Estuary and River Dee and Bala Lake.
Assess .
Dee and Bala Lake ment ( Any reference to a permit or consent would
SAC EN0101 [B/SO require assessment as this may infer
66/APP mitigation.
/6.12)
\We advise the impacts of dust are
progressed to AA.
Since this comment states that ‘in practice [The Applicant and
it is considered that AEOI can be excluded |Natural England remain
as the conservation objective to maintain  |n disagreement on this
the site below the critical level would not be |matter. Please refer o
Natural England’s Relevant undermined’ the Applicant doesn't consider [he Closing Statement
Representation (RR-026) — NESO further text, or assessment, is required for |([EN010166/APP/9.41)
NOX concentrations were <1% at all the RIHRA (EN010166/APP/6.12). for the Applicant’s final
receptors for FEED 1 and 2 scenarios (alone position. Fhe-Applicant
and in combination — though noting brovided-Natural
Atmospheric throughout NEs concerns with the England-with-updated
pollution at Chapte [obustness of the in-combination Fetorseatoin v ned oy
3.1 internationally r 8: Air jassessment). For the unabated scenario - e = )
6' designated sites in |Quality |some receptors were >1% but the PEC was at-thiernationatly Not Agreed
- combination with [APP- [<70% of the critical level. [t
other plans and 046] Hret e g—hese—-
projects Although these should be assessed in the eermbiRatioR—Haie
detailed/appropriate assessment, in practice formation-has-new
it is considered that AEOI can be excluded as pesp-hcluded-within
the conservation objective to maintain the Ghapter—ﬁ—
site below the critical level would not be Ferrestrial-and
undermined. Agquatic-Ecology
el e
}and-the RIHRA
e
s e
uni -
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Hewever—asNEhave
N e
the—u-péa-teé_ _
doctrentationprorio
: ‘No
cohstderedthat
: :
Ig.lg g-furherreview
Esacloe o
Natural England’s Relevant The Applicant confirms Natural England’s
Representation (RR-026) — NES1 understanding that the Proposed
Revort Modelling in the assessment has regard to ~ [Development will require an Environmental
A €POIt imine chemistry (use of ADMS amines Permit in order to operate. NRW, as the
o chemistry module to model direct and indirect [relevant authority, will fully consider the Natural England
inform |\ _2mine formation, and Environment potential effects on nationally and acknowledge that an
Atmospheric ;Iab'tat Agency AQMAU methodology for internationally designated ecology sites in |Enyironmental Permit
31 poIIuticE)n t Regula incorporating amines into N deposition and determining the appropriate emission limit  \i|| be required to
7" Internationally ons acid deposition calculations (Oct 2023). ;/r?eluaesss?c:i:t"egor:gi i?czr(iar:m?:mn' to air ?nd enable the proposal to Agreed
designated sites Assess g requirements. operate, and that
ment ([<eY operational factors that would impact on Natural Resources
EN0101 [EMissions are: Use of ammonia controls Wales will progress this
66/APP [(Such as an acid wash or equivalent) Solvent in line with their remit.
16.12) selection and management to control N-
amine formation Use of NOXx controls
(Selective Catalytic Reduction) to minimise
NOX emissions.
4.0 Otter Qualifying Features
Report Natural England’s Relevant Representation  [There will be no barriers to otter movement As the proposal site
o (RR-026) — NE52 during construction, demolition and lies within Wales. all
nform Natural England are satisfied with the survey |operation, nor any fragmentation of licensing issues \,Nill be
Impacts to Habitat Imethodology which identifies no resting territories. There are no construction works within Natural
commuting and ablta places for otter. However, we are concerned within the River Dee & Bala Lake SAC and Resources Wales’s
4.1 fforaging otter at the Requlat to note the project area and immediate the only works proposed in connected (NRW) remit. Natural Agreed
River Dee and Bala | 9 vicinity has been noted as suitable for habitat in the Dee Estuary are construction Enaland thefefore defer
Lake SAC X)ns commuting and foraging otter. This includes [of the Proposed Surface Water Outfall and g o
ssess . . . . - . to NRW on this issue
ment (E the entire continuum of hydrologically the minor works to the existing cooling and have no further
NO1016 connected watercourses, yet no further water infrastructure in the Water comment.

assessment has been undertaken.

Connection Corridor, neither of which block
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6/APP/ watercourses. The Proposed Surface
612) Natural Eng|and do not support the approach Water Outfall is at the landside end of a

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.

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
7.2.9t0 7.2.11 of the RIHRA
(ENO10166/APP/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/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 that

NRW have not raised any concerns about
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impacts on SAC otters in their RR [RR-
027].
Natural England’s Relevant The Applicant has addressed this matter in
Representation (RR-026) — NES3 their response to NES2. There would be no
We do not concur that otters can tolerate requirement for workers to enter the Dee
Report |15isy environments and as mobile creatures |[Estuary SAC / SPA/ Ramsar site at night ,
to can travel overland which negates the need [and therefore no potential for disturbance As the proposal site
inform ks address barriers to movement. of otters through this pathway. lies within Wales, all
Qualifying otter Habitat It is also noted that overnight staff can disturb Ilqen3|ng issues will be
Noise and visual commuting otter, but this has not been within Natural )
) Regula Resources Wales'’s
4.2 disturbance to otter |; =" [assessed further. (NRW) remit. Natural Agreed
at the River Dee Assess \We have previously raised concerns with En '
. . . : gland therefore defer
and Bala Lake SAC ment ( noise Ievelg when referring to qualifying bird to NRW on this issue
EN0101 SPEcies. This advice would equally apply to and have no further
66/APP ott'er.‘ It woqld not be approprlate_to cor)clyde comment.
6.12) existing noise levels would remain at similar
rates.
Progression to AA is required.
Natural England’s Relevant The Applicant has addressed matter in their
Representation (RR-026) — NE54 response to NE52.
Natural England have raised concerns with
the noise modelling assessment conclusions
within NE17 and NE16 which equally apply to
otter.
Report There is reference to a net increase in
to operational lighting which is to be managed As the proposal site
inf0|_'m by a lighting strategy. Iies within_ Wales, gll
, , Habitat 1,514 not be appropriate to include licensing issues will be
Noise and visual s mitigation measures within the screening within Natural
43 dlsturbapce to otter Begula stage of the HRA (see comments regarding Resources Wales S Agreed
at the River Dee tions People over Wind). (NRW) remit. Natural
and Bala Lake SAC |Assess England therefore defer
ment ( . . : to NRW on this issue
EN0101 [Progression to AA is required. and have no further
66/APP comment.
/6.12) |We advise visual screening measures are

extended to the River Dee.

Section 10.2.11 details wider bird mitigation
such as seasonal avoidance measures,
sensitive lightning strategy, acoustic fencing
and visual screening bunds. Natural England
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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 (EN010166/APP/6.12) states |Given this point is
— Natural England's Relevant Representation at ‘yjth the Dee General Directions in  [primarily about fish
to P RR'92_6 _‘NE55 ' . ” ~ |place no additional water supplies beyond species in close
- torm Qualifying fish species are identified as using |existing consents and licensed volumes  [proximity to site being
Water impacts on  Habitat L1E, atercourses arounds the scheme would be required for the Proposed protected from
ualifyin pfish A including areas of water abstraction. Development’ (paragraph 7.2.42). Italso  [abstraction, meaning
g ecies gt the Requlat notes that the Applicant is not proposing to [any impacts will be in
5.1 Rri)v er Dee and Bala | ong LSE has been screened out due to scheme |amend the existing abstraction licence Wales, Natural England Agreed
| ake SAC and the |Assess requiring operation to the licence regime. (paragraphs 7.3.17 and 7.3.18). Since the |defer to NRW'’s advice
Dee Estuary SAC  ment (E Natural England does not concur with this existing abstractions have not been put on this matter.
Y NO1016 [BPProach. forward for revision, the Applicant is not
5/APP/ changing the existing baseline, and that
6.12)  [Further detail on the abstraction regime baseline has been deemed acceptable
would be required to alleviate concerns. through the grant of the existing abstraction
licence.
Natural England’s Relevant This is noted and the Applicant
) Representation (RR-026) — NES6 Siltation  [understands that no further action is
Water quality Chapte fand run -off has the potential to impact required at this stage.
impacts on r12:  |migratory fish features by creating a non -
qualifying fish Marine [physical barrier to migration.
5.2 species at the Ecolo N/A Agreed
River Dee and Bala g )
| ake SAC and the Y [APP- We agree with the approach. However,
Dee Estuary SAC 050]  [should the proposal change, and works be
required in the river, Natural England advise
seasonal restrictions are applied.
Construction Frame , There are currently no proposals for Natural England
) Natural England’s Relevant . .
impacts on work - dewatering of waterbodies and thus no acknowledge that there
53 o Representation (RR-026) — NE57 A fish , Agreed
qualifying fish Constr Fescue mav be required under an FR2 permit expected need for fish rescue. The are no proposals for
species at the uction y 9 P reference to a Fish Rescue 2 (FR2) permit |dewatering, and
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River Dee and Bala Enviro granted by NRW during construction where  within Framework CEMP therefore no
Lake SAC and the |nmenta (de -watering or over - pumping is required. (ENO10166/APP/6.5) is a generic requirement for a fish
Dee Estuary SAC |l protection measure should the requirement rescue. Should this
Manag [This is not discussed within the HRA for de-watering be identified in the future.  ichange any permit
ement would need to be
Plan assessed by Natural
(CEMP) Resources Wales, who
(ENO10 Natural Englandwe
166/AP would defer to. Natural
P/6.5) England, therefore,
have no further
comment.
Construction Natural England’s Relevant This is noted and no further action is
impacts on :Z:\;pte Representation (RR-026) — NES8 required as this mitigation is secured
qualifying fish Marine [construction -phase works within the Water through Requirement 4 (CEMP) of the
5.4 ispecies at the Ecolog [connection Corridor include the Draft DCO (EN010166/APP/3.1) . N/A Agreed
River Dee and Bala v [APP- refurbishment of existing eel screens to meet
Lake SAC and the 050] current legislative requirements. We support
Dee Estuary SAC the approach.
Lighfting impacts on ChaPte Natural England’s Relevant This 'is noted gnd no furthgr action is
qualifying fish r12: - _ required as this mitigation is secured
. . Representation (RR-026) — NES9 Artificial .
55 [SPecies at the Marine light at night (ALAN) can have an impact on through Requirement 4 (CEMP) of the N/A Agreed
"~ |River Dee and Bala [Ecolog i S 2 . Draft DCO (EN010166/APP/3.1) .
ish migration. We agree with the approach
Lake SAC and the y [APP- for qualifying fish species
Dee Estuary SAC 050] |
6.0 Nationally designated sites
Append Ringed Plover are considered in Chapter
ix 11D 11: Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecology [APP-
CONF| [Natural England’s Relevant Representation 049]. As detailed in Appendix 11-D:
DENTI ((RR-026) — NE6O Ornithology Technical Appendix
AL lllustrates a significant population of Ringed (EN010166/APP/6.4) Ringed Plover were
Impacts to Ringed |Ornithol [Plover during autumn, winter and spring from |not recorded in project specific surveys,
6.1 plover, a notified ogy \Welsh desk -based resources. however Table 8 notes the desk study 'The matter is agreed Agreed
" [eature of Dee 'Technic |Occasional observations of Ringed Plover identified they were recorded in small between the parties.
Estuary SSSI al were found within 120m north of the project  [numbers on mudflats north of the Order
Append jon Qualifying mudflats during detailed bird limits in August 2024. Appendix 11-D:
iX Surveys. Ornithology Technical Appendix
(ENO10 |coincides with NE1, NE8, NE9 and NE10 (ENO10166/APP/6.4) also provides details
166/AP of peak counts from WeBS data.
P/6.4)
Air quality and Chapte ) Table D-10 of Appendix 8D: Air Quality Following the review of
6.2 Jaerial pollutants r11: _g—::tl:reasleEnrt\atI;r:‘d ;II:-eOI;;ar_rtNEM Operational Assessment updated documentation Net-Agreed
Atmospheric Terrest (EN010166/APP/6.4) presents the submitted at Deadline 6
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pollution at rial and [Thurstaston Common SSSI (OE4) — Ndep at |cumulative (or ‘in combination’) Natural England now
hationally Aquati [this heathland site would be over 1% in assessment for FEED2, rather than Table |agree with the
designated sites c combination (eg 1.4% in Table 43 App8D in  43. The cumulative nitrogen deposition Applicant on this
Ecolog [FEED?2), but it is not considered in the dose to Thurstaston Common (OEO04) is matter.
y assessment in Chapter 11. It is not given as 0.05 kgN/ha/yr which is 1% of the |[The Applicant provided
(ENO10 [considered that sufficient evidence is critical load of 5 kgN/ha/yr. It would NaturalEngland-with
166/AP [provided to exclude harm to this site therefore be below the threshold for updated-information—air
P/6.2.1 concluding no significant effects. quality-and-aerial
1) poliutants-atmeospheric
These calculations will be superseded by ~ [peHutionatnationally
the modelling reported in the Change designated-sites
Report to be submitted at Deadline 3. (hetudingThurstaston
Common-ssSsSh—This
R e e e
(Shapte—4-
Ferrestralomd
Aguatic Ecology
e et
e
(EROIO1EEARRIG 10y
R
= oeie s hl=sne
Rotbess ablets
e
o e
Doadline-5-thi
’. 1
e e.eld Itllsl
. .
Ie_lle,.lng furtherreview
Frarkedas—Agreed—at
Deadine 7
. _ Chapte |Natural England’s Relevant Paragraph 11.6.154 of Chapter 11: The Applicant and
Air guallty and r11: Representation (RR-026) — NE62 Inner Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecology Natural England remain
aerial pollutants Terrest [Marsh Farm SSSI (receptor OE9) was (EN010166/APP/6.2.11) states that ‘APIS |n disagreement on this
6.3 Atmospheric rial and [considered not sensitive to nitrogen (e.g. identifies that no features of Inner Marsh matter. Please refer to
"~ ppollution at Aquati [Table 33, 35, 36 and 38 in Appendix 8D for  |Farm SSSI are sensitive to air quality the Closing Statement
hationally c FEED1). APIS identifies several habitat types |impacts’. APIS Site Relevant Critical Load [ENO010166/APP/9.41)
designated sites Ecolog [present on the site which are sensitive to N |application lists three bird species for the  [for the Applicant’s final
y eposition and ammonia, and some of the SSSI: pintail, teal and black-tailed godwit.  position.Fae-Applcant

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

Not Agreed
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(ENO10 |pird species will be dependent on these For pintail and teal, APIS indicates nitrogen previded Natural
166/AP |habitat types (as indicated on APIS, their deposition may be positive. For black-tailed [England-with-updated
P/6.2.1 [consideration will be site specific). godwit APIS indicates that nitrogen et e S sl
1) It is not considered that sufficient evidence  [deposition is as likely to be positive as ard-aeral-pelivtants
has been provided that this site would not be |[negative. While standing open water and  gtmosphericpoliution
harmed by N addition (and ammonia) from canals is also identified as a habitat for R
the different scenarios. pintail and teal, APIS also identifies that R
there is no critical load available for this o o e
habitat. It also identifies that impacts P i sen o hos
depend on nitrogen or phosphorus now besnhchided
limitation. Most lowland freshwater bodies thin-Chapter41=
are phosphorus limited rather than nitrogen Ferrestrial-and
limited. Therefore, there is no reason to ot e-Boolagy
conclude the bird interest of this SSSI e e s
would be adversely affected by nitrogen Handihe RIHRA
deposition. (=l on e e n e o
- Beadire 6
The Air Quality chapter to be included
within the Change Report at Deadline 3 will [HeweverashNehave
clearly document the impacts at the Inner jreibesnableic
Marsh Farm SSSI. e
e
e
e e
Hheontier code Lo
Deadline 7
Chapte Natural England’s Relevant APIS does not identify any applicable Following the review of
r 11 Representation (RR-026) — NE63 The nitrogen critical loads for any designated updated documentation
Terr-est assessment_ of the River Dee_ (England) SSSI features of'the River D_ee (England) SSSI. submitted at Deadline 6
Air quality and rial and at 1_1:6.156 in Chapter 11 indicates that Saltm'arsh is not a designated feature of Natural Enqland now
aerial pollutants Aquati additional nitrogen on both he_athland_ and the River Dee (England) SSSI_. Please note agree with the .
Atmospheric c saltmarsh could cause a shift in species that the assessment reported in Chapter  |Applicant on this
6.4 SP Ecol richness away from less nitrogen tolerant 11: Terrestrial and Aquatic Ecology matter.
pollution at colog species and towards more common nitrogen (EN010166/APP/6.2.11) is for the Welsh  [The Applicant provided
natu_onally . yENO 10 tolerant species, and an increase in part of the River Dee (the Afon Dyfrdwy Natural-England-with
designated sites gIGGIAP percentage grass cover. (River Dee) SSSI), which is designated updated-information
pP/6.21 |Use of information within NECR210 alone partly for saltmarsh. Heathland is not a Fegarding-airguatity
1) (loss of one species metric) is not considered (designated feature of this SSSI. NRW have \and aeriatpeliuiants
sufficient to exclude any adverse impact not identified any disagreement with the atmospheric-poliution

Natural
Englan
d RAG

Status

NetAgreed
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26]

pplicant’s position at
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[Final Commentary

(especially to saltmarsh, which is not
considered in the report).

It is not considered sufficient evidence is
provided to exclude harm to this site.

Applicant’s air quality assessment in their
RR [RR-027].

6.5

Air quality and
@erial pollutants
Atmospheric
pollution at
hationally
designated sites

Chapte
r 8: Air
Quality
[APP-
046]

[Natural England’s Relevant

In -combination impacts of Ndep at
hursaton Common SSSI (receptor OE4)
ere over 1% (eg Table 43 in Appendix 8D

ndicates in combination impacts would be
.07kgN/halyr which is 1.4% of the
kgN/hal/yr critical load.

Evidence is not provided to conclude harm
an be excluded.

This matter has been addressed in the
Applicant’s response to NEG1.

Following the review of
updated documentation
submitted at Deadline 6
Natural England now

agree with the
Applicant on this
matter. Hre-Appheant
e =

Natural
Englan
d RAG

|Status

Agreed
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Natural
Englan

dRAG Status

6.6

L (" —1]
ﬁ

Air quality and
@erial pollutants
Atmospheric
pollution at
hationally
designated sites

Chapte
r 8: Air
Quality
[APP-
046]

(Natural England’s Relevant
Representation (RR-026) — NE65 Table 11.9
in Chapter 11 indicates that Inner Marsh
Farm SSSI (OE9) was assessed for
construction impacts, but the Mersey Estuary
sites (OEG) 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
SSS| were assessed for operation only.

and their associated Zol.

Inner Marsh Farm SSSI is discussed for
construction impacts for the reasons given
in 11.6.26 of Chapter 11: Terrestrial and
Aquatic Ecology (EN010166/APP/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

The Applicant and
Natural England remain

in disagreement on this
matter. Please refer to
the Closing Statement

(ENO10166/APP/9.41)
for the Applicant’s final
position. Fhe-Appheant
brovided-Natrat

Not Agreed
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oseaanla o
|~ e sed
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st s—pess
cohstderedthat
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h-eoniar coile e
Esacloe o
7.0 Draft Development Consent Order (DCO)
Draft The wording of the Articles and Schedules
DE?O in the Draft DCO (ENO10166/APP/3.1) -is  |Natural England didn’t
Articles and appropriate. provide comment on
71 lSchedules (ENO10 the draft DCO in its AAgreed
166/AP Rel t
P/3.1) eevan

Representations.

60



Connah’s Quay Low Carbon Power Final Statement of Common Ground between Uniper UK Limited

EN010166/APP/8.16

1.8 Approvals
The Applicant

Signed:

Date:

Name: I

Position: General Project Manager

Signed:

Date:

Name S
Position: Legal-Counsel Project Development Manager

Natural England
Signed:

Date:

Name: |

Position: Deputy Director Cheshire to Lancashire Area Team

and Natural England

61



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

References

Ref 1 Tides4Fishing (2025). Tide times and charts for Chester, England [online].
Accessed on 05/11/2025

Ref 2 Bolonos, R., & Souza, A. J. (2010). Measuring hydrodynamics and sediment
transport processes in the Dee Estuary. Earth System Science Data
Discussions, 3(1).

Ref 3 Jacobs (2013). River Dee / Afon Dyfrdwy SSSI Restoration Technical Report.

per 62








