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CYFLWYNIAD

Cefndir

Ar 3 Mehefin 2021, cafodd yr Arolygiaeth Gynllunio (yr Arolygiaeth), ar ran yr
Ysgrifennydd Gwladol (YG), gais cwmpasu gan Liverpool Bay CCS UK Limited
(yr Ymgeisydd), dan Reoliad 10 Rheoliadau Cynllunio Seilwaith (Asesu Effeithiau
Amgylcheddol) 2017 (y Rheoliadau AEA) ar gyfer Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid
Arfaethedig HyNet North West (y Datblygiad Arfaethedig).

Yn unol & Rheoliad 10 y Rheoliadau AEA, gall Ymgeisydd ofyn i'r YG ddatgan ei
farn yn ysgrifenedig ‘ynghylch cwmpas a lefel manylder y wybodaeth a ddarperir
yn y datganiad amgylcheddol’.

Y ddogfen hon yw'r Farn Gwmpasu (‘y Farn’) a roddir gan yr Arolygiaeth ar ran
yr YG mewn perthynas &'r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Fe’i gwneir ar sail y
wybodaeth a ddarparwyd yn adroddiadau’r Ymgeisydd sy’'n dwyn y teitl
Adroddiad Cwmpasu’r Asesiad o’r Effeithiau Amgylcheddol, a gyflwynwyd mewn
pum rhan — yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu, Atodiad A (Rhan 1 o 3), Atodiad A (Rhan 2
0 3), Atodiad A (Rhan 3 o 3) ac Atodiad B.

Gall y Farn hon ond adlewyrchu’r cynigion fel y’u disgrifir ar hyn o bryd gan yr
Ymgeisydd. Dylid darllen y Farn Gwmpasu ar y cyd ag Adroddiad Cwmpasu’r
Ymgeisydd.

Mae’r Ymgeisydd wedi rhoi gwybod i'r YG dan Reoliad 8(1)(b) y Rheoliadau AEA
ei fod yn bwriadu darparu Datganiad Amgylcheddol (DA) mewn perthynas &’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Felly, yn unol & Rheoliad 6(2)(a) y Rheoliadau AEA,
mae’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn ddatblygiad AEA.

Cyn mabwysiadu barn gwmpasu, mae Rheoliad 10(9) y Rheoliadau AEA yn ei
gwneud yn ofynnol i'r Arolygiaeth ystyried y canlynol:

(a) unrhyw wybodaeth a ddarparwyd am y datblygiad arfaethedig;

(b) nodweddion penodol y datblygiad;

(c) effeithiau sylweddol tebygol y datblygiad ar yr amgylchedd; ac

(ch) yn achos cais dilynol, y datganiad amgylcheddol a gyflwynwyd &’r cais

gwreiddiol.

Mae’r Farn hon wedi ystyried gofynion y Rheoliadau AEA, yn ogystal ag arfer
gorau cyfredol o ran paratoi DA.

Mae’r Arolygiaeth wedi ymgynghori ar Adroddiad Cwmpasu’r Ymgeisydd, ac
ystyriwyd yr ymatebion a gafwyd gan y cyrff ymgynghori wrth fabwysiadu’r Farn
hon (gweler Atodiad 2).

Rhoddwyd ystyriaeth ofalus i'r pwyntiau yr aeth yr Ymgeisydd i’r afael & nhw yn
yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu, a defnyddiwyd crebwyll a phrofiad proffesiynol wrth
fabwysiadu’r Farn hon. Dylid nodi, wrth ystyried y DA, bydd yr Arolygiaeth yn
ystyried deddfwriaeth a chanllawiau perthnasol. Ni chaiff yr Arolygiaeth ei hatal
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rhag mynnu gwybodaeth ychwanegol os ystyrir ei bod yn angenrheidiol mewn
perthynas &'r DA a gyflwynwyd gyda’r cais am Orchymyn Caniatad Datblygu
(DCO).

Ni ddylid dehongli bod y Farn hon yn awgrymu bod yr Arolygiaeth yn cytuno a'r
wybodaeth neu’r sylwadau a roddwyd gan yr Ymgeisydd yn ei gais am farn gan
yr Arolygiaeth. Yn benodol, nid yw sylwadau gan yr Arolygiaeth yn y Farn hon
yn lleihau effaith unrhyw benderfyniadau a wneir yn ddiweddarach (e.e. wrth
gyflwynao’r cais) y dylid ymdrin ag unrhyw ddatblygiad a nodir gan yr Ymgeisydd
fel rhan o Brosiect Seilwaith o Arwyddocad Cenedlaethol (NSIP) neu Ddatblygiad
Cysylltiedig o reidrwydd, na datblygiad nad oes angen caniatad datblygu arno.

Dywed Rheoliad 10(3) y Rheoliadau AEA fod rhaid i gais am farn gwmpasu
gynnwys:

(a) cynllun sy’n ddigonol i amlygu’r tir;

(b) disgrifiad o’r datblygiad arfaethedig, gan gynnwys ei leoliad a’i gapasiti
technegol;

(c) esboniad o effeithiau sylweddol tebygol y datblygiad ar yr amgylchedd; ac

(ch) unrhyw wybodaeth neu sylwadau eraill tebyg yr hoffai’r unigolyn sy’n
gwneud Yy cais ei rhoi neu eu gwneud.

Mae’r Arolygiaeth o’r farn y darparwyd y rhain yn Adroddiad Cwmpasu’r
Ymgeisydd. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn fodlon bod yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu’n cynnwys
yr holl agweddau perthnasol a nodir yn y Rheoliadau AEA.

Yn unol & Rheoliad 14(3)(a), lle y cyhoeddwyd barn gwmpasu yn unol & Rheoliad
10, dylai DA sy’n cyd-fynd & chais am orchymyn sy’n rhoi caniatad datblygu fod
wedi’i seilio ar ‘y farn gwmpasu ddiweddaraf a fabwysiadwyd (cyhyd ag y bo’r
datblygiad arfaethedig yn parhau i fod yr un fath, yn ei hanfod, &’r datblygiad
arfaethedig a oedd yn destun y farn honno)’.

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi'r angen posibl i gynnal asesiad dan Reoliadau
Cadwraeth Cynefinoedd a Rhywogaethau 2017 (‘y Rheoliadau Cynefinoedd’), fel
y’i diwygiedig gan Reoliadau Cadwraeth Cynefinoedd a Rhywogaethau (Diwygio)
(Ymadael &'r UE) 2019, fel y’i diwygiwyd gan Reoliadau Cadwraeth Cynefinoedd
a Rhywogaethau (Diwygio) (Ymadael &'r UE) 2019. Rhaid i'r asesiad gael ei
gydlynu &'r AEA, yn unol & Rheoliad 26 y Rheoliadau AEA.

Ymgynghoriad yr Arolygiaeth Gynllunio

Yn unol & Rheoliad 10(6) y Rheoliadau AEA, mae’r Arolygiaeth wedi ymgynghori
a’r cyrff ymgynghori cyn mabwysiadu barn gwmpasu. Mae rhestr o’r cyrff
ymgynghori yr ymgynghorodd yr Arolygiaeth & nhw’'n ffurfiol i'w gweld yn
Atodiad 1. Hysbyswyd y cyrff ymgynghori dan Reoliad 11(1)(a) o’r ddyletswydd
a roddir arnynt gan Reoliad 11(3) y Rheoliadau AEA i sicrhau bod gwybodaeth
ar gael i'r Ymgeisydd sy’n berthnasol wrth baratoi’r DA. Dylai'r Ymgeisydd nodi,
er y gall y rhestr lywio’r ymgynghoriad, ni ddylid dibynnu arni at y diben hwnnw.
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Darperir rhestr o’r ymatebwyr a atebodd cyn pen y terfyn amser statudol, ac yr
ystyriwyd eu sylwadau wrth baratoi’r Farn hon, ynghyd & chopiau o’u sylwadau
yn Atodiad 2, y dylai’r Ymgeisydd gyfeirio atynt wrth baratoi’r DA.

Dylai’r DA sy’n cael ei gyflwyno gan yr Ymgeisydd ddangos ei fod wedi ystyried
y pwyntiau a godwyd gan y cyrff ymgynghori. Argymbhellir bod tabl yn cael ei
ddarparu yn y DA sy’n crynhoi’r ymatebion cwmpasu gan y cyrff ymgynghori, a
sut yr eir i’r afael & nhw, neu beidio, yn y DA.

Ni fydd unrhyw ymatebion i'r ymgynghoriad a gyflwynwyd ar 6l y dyddiad cau
statudol ar gyfer derbyn sylwadau yn cael eu hystyried yn y Farn hon. Caiff
ymatebion hwyr eu hanfon at yr Ymgeisydd, a byddant ar gael ar wefan yr
Arolygiaeth. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd roi ystyriaeth briodol i'r sylwadau hynny wrth
baratoi’r DA hefyd.
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Y DATBLYGIAD ARFAETHEDIG
Cyflwyniad

Mae’r canlynol yn grynodeb o’'r wybodaeth am y Datblygiad Arfaethedig a'i safle
ac ardaloedd amgylchynol a baratowyd gan yr Ymgeisydd ac a gyflwynwyd yn
ei Adroddiad Cwmpasu. Nid yw'r wybodaeth wedi’i gwirio a thybiwyd bod y
wybodaeth a ddarparwyd yn adlewyrchu’r wybodaeth bresennol am vy
Datblygiad Arfaethedig a’i dderbynyddion / adnoddau posibl.

Disgrifiad o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig

Mae disgrifiad yr Ymgeisydd o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig, ei leoliad a’i gapasiti
technegol (lle bo hynny’n berthnasol) i'w gweld yn Adrannau 2 a 3 yr Adroddiad
Cwmpasu.

Mae’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig ar gyfer gosod seilwaith Dal a Storio Carbon
(CCS), gan gynnwys piblinell carbon deuocsid (CO2) danddaearol sy’n ymestyn
o Swydd Gaer, Lloegr i Sir y Fflint yng Nghymru, ynghyd &’r Gosodiadau
Uwchlaw’r Ddaear (AGI) cysylltiedig a Gorsafoedd Falfiau Bloc (BVS). Mae’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn ffurfio rhan o gynllun ehangach a adwaenir ar y cyd
fel prosiect cyflenwi hydrogen a CCS HyNet North West (‘y Cynllun Ehangach’).
Nod y Datblygiad Arfaethedig yw hwyluso’r gwaith o gludo CO> cywasgedig a
geir o ffynonellau presennol (e.e. diwydiant lleol) ac yn y dyfodol (e.e. ffatrioedd
cynhyrchu hydrogen) yng ngogledd-orllewin Lloegr i gyfleuster storio CO-
alltraeth sydd wedi’i leoli yn ardal Bae Lerpwl.

Nid yw union leoliad a dyluniad pob elfen o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig wedi'u
diffinio ar yr adeg hon ym mhroses yr AEA. Fodd bynnag, dywed yr Adroddiad
Cwmpasu fod coridor 100m o led wedi’i fabwysiadu, sy’n cynrychioli maint
mwyaf y Datblygiad Arfaethedig, gan gynnwys y gwaith adeiladu dros dro.
Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu er yr ystyrir mai’r coridor 100m yw maint mwyaf
y gwaith adeiladu parhaol a dros dro, ymgymerir & rhagor o waith i nodi'r tir a
fyddai ei angen ar gyfer compowndiau adeiladu dros dro, ardaloedd
paratoi/storio a llwybrau mynediad/cludo.

Byddai’'r biblinell CO, wedi’i chladdu ar ddyfnder lleiaf o 1.2m. Mae'r ffigurau
sydd wedi’u cynnwys yn Atodiad A (Rhan 1 o 3) yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn nodi
ardaloedd mynegol ar safle’r cais ar gyfer pob elfen o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig.

Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y caiff y gwaith canlynol ei gyflawni dan y
Gorchymyn Caniatad Datblygu (DCO) ar gyfer y Datblygiad Arfaethedig:

Piblinell CO> AGI Grinsome Road i AGI Safle Alcohols

¢ Piblinell 5.5 cilometr (4 diamedr o hyd at 20 modfedd) yn cludo hyd at 2.5
miliwn o dunelli y flwyddyn (Mtpa) o CO, ar wasgedd o 35 barg o AGI
Grinsome Road sydd wedi’i leoli yn Ince, Swydd Gaer i AGI Safle Alcohols
sydd wedji’i leoli ar safle Purfa Stanlow, i'r dwyrain o Ellesmere Port, Swydd
Gaer. Mae dau opsiwn ar gyfer y llwybr wedi’'u disgrifio yn Nhabl 3-1 yr
Adroddiad Cwmpasu.
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Piblinell CO, AGI Safle Alcohols i AGI Y Fflint

e Piblinell 32 cilometr (& diamedr o hyd at 36 modfedd) yn cludo hyd at 10
Mtpa o CO. ar wasgedd o 35 o AGI Safle Alcohols, sydd wedi’i leoli ar dir i’r
gogledd o Gei Connah, Lloegr i AGI Y Fflint, sydd wedi’i leoli ar dir i'r de o’r
Fflint, Cymru. Mae’r Ymgeisydd wedi rhannu Piblinell CO> AGI Safle Alcohols
i AGI Y Fflint yn isadrannau 1-4 at ddibenion yr AEA. Mae tri opsiwn ar gyfer
y llwybr wedi’'u disgrifio yn Adrannau 2 a 4 yn Nhabl 3-1 yr Adroddiad
Cwmpasu.

Gosodiadau Uwchlaw’r Ddaear (AGlau)

e AGI Grinsome Road:

- Bydd yr AGI (arwynebedd bras 64m x 34m) wedi’i leoli mewn un o ddau
leoliad posibl yn gyfagos at Ffatri Gwrtaith CF Ince, Swydd Gaer. Bydd
AGI Grinsome Road yn cynnwys cyfleusterau lansio Medrydd Archwilio’r
Biblinell (P1G), cyfleusterau awyrell CO,, fflans cysylltu i’r Orsaf Ynni
Biomas Protos, piblinell i Ffatri Gwrtaith CF a darpariaeth ar gyfer
allyrwyr lleol yn y dyfodol.

e AGI Safle Alcohols:

- Bydd yr AGI wedi’i leoli ar safle Purfa Stanlow, Swydd Gaer, Lloegr.
Bydd AGI Safle Alcohols yn cynnwys cyfleusterau derbyn / lansio PIG a
chysylltiadau ag allyrwyr eraill (e.e. Ffatrioedd Hydrogen arfaethedig).
Nid yw arwynebedd bras AGI Safle Alcohols wedi’i nodi yn yr Adroddiad
Cwmpasu.

e AGI Y Fflint:

- Bydd yr AGI (arwynebedd bras 99m x 72m) wedi’i leoli mewn un o dri
lleoliad posibl i'r de o’r Fflint, Cymru. Bydd AGI Y Fflint yn cysylltu
Piblinell CO, AGI Safle Alcohols i AGI Y Fflint &'r biblinell bresennol
rhwng AGI Y Fflint a'r Parlwr Du, a bydd yn cynnwys cyfleusterau
derbyn / lansio PIG a chyfleusterau awyrell CO-.

e Seilwaith Cysylltiedig:

- Byddai'r AGlau yn mynnu adeiladu seilwaith cysylltiedig, gan gynnwys
falfiau, mecanweithiau rheoli, goleuadau, darpariaethau parcio,
trefniadau mynediad ac offeryniaeth. Nid yw graddfa, natur a lleoliad y
seilwaith cysylltiedig wedi’u disgrifio yn yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu.

Gorsafoedd Falfiau Bloc (BVSau)

¢ Nifer o BVSau (arwynebedd bras 35m x 25m) wedi’u lleoli ar hyd Piblinell CO-
AGI Safle Alcohols i AGI Y Fflint. Nid yw nifer a lleoliad y BVSau hyn wedi’'u
pennu hyd yn hyn.

e Pedair BVS (arwynebedd bras 35m x 25m) wedi’u lleoli ar hyd y biblinell nwy
naturiol bresennol rhwng Y Fflint a'r Parlwr Du. Mae lleoliad y BVSau hyn i'w
weld yn Atodiad A (Rhan 1 o 3) yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu.
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Gwaith Arall

e Gosod Cabinetau Newidyddion ac Unionwyr Diogelwch Catodig (CP) (‘y
system CP’), gan gynnwys ceblau tanddaearol/haenau daear a chabinetau
unionwyr uwchlaw’r ddaear, ar hyd y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Nid yw maint,
nifer a lleoliad y systemau CP wedi’u disgrifio yn yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu.

e Gwaith ategol, gan gynnwys compowndiau adeiladu dros dro (arwynebedd
bras 47m x 47m), ardaloedd paratoi/storio dros dro a Illwybrau
mynediad/cludo dros dro sy'n cysylltu'r Datblygiad Arfaethedig a'r
rhwydwaith ffyrdd lleol. Nid yw maint (ac eithrio’r compowndiau adeiladu
dros dro), nifer a lleoliad y gwaith ategol wedi’'u disgrifio yn yr Adroddiad
Cwmpasu.

Nid yw’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn manylu ar uchder unrhyw rai o’r strwythurau
sy’'n gysylltiedig &'r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Fodd bynnag, dywed paragraff
10.3.7 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu fod y Parth Gwelededd Damcaniaethol (ZTV)
wedi’i ddiffinio gan ddefnyddio uchderau adeiladu o 3m, 6m a 9m. Dywed
paragraff 10.2.2 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu mai uchder mwyaf y BVS fyddai 3m
(ffens y compownd).

Mae gweithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn mynnu ailbwrpasu ac addasu
piblinell nwy bresennol rhwng AGI Y Fflint a’r Parlwr Du. Caiff gwaith i’r biblinell
bresennol ei gyflawni drwy geisiadau cynllunio ar wahan dan Ddeddf Cynllunio
Gwlad a Thref (TCPA 1990) ac nid yw wedi'i gynnwys yn y DCO ar gyfer y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig, heblaw am osod y BVS. Fodd bynnag, mae’r Ymgeisydd
yn ceisio pwerau caffael gorfodol yn ymwneud & chaffael hawliau tir a phwerau
eraill sy'n gysylltiedig & defnyddio’r biblinell bresennol (fel y dangosir yn y
ffigurau sydd wedi’'u cynnwys yn Atodiad B (Rhan 1 o 3) yr Adroddiad
Cwmpasu).

Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y bydd adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn cael
ei gyflawni gam wrth gam dros gyfnod o 18 mis. Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu
ar Ol yr oes weithredol o 40 blynedd, byddai’r biblinell CO> a’r BVS yn cael ei
datgomisiynu (yn cael ei gadael yn y fan a’r lle), a byddai’r AGI yn cael ei
ddatgysylitu.

Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y byddai technegau croesi heb ffosydd yn cael
eu defnyddio i groesi priffyrdd ac isffyrdd, rheilffyrdd a chyrsiau dwr mawr
(Ffigur 3-21 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu). Nid yw'r dechneg croesi heb ffosydd
benodol a fydd yn cael ei defnyddio wrth adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig wedi’i
phennu ar hyn o bryd.

Mae’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn ymestyn i'r de-orllewin o Swydd Gaer, Lloegr,
yn mynd heibio i'r gogledd o Gaer ac i'r de o Gei Connah, cyn parhau i'r gogledd-
ddwyrain tuag at Y Fflint, Cymru. Mae’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn croesi Ardal
Cadwraeth Arbennig (ACA) Afon Dyfrdwy a Llyn Tegid, sydd wedi’i chysylltu'n
hydrolegol ag ACA Aber Dyfrdwy ac Ardal Gwarchodaeth Arbennig (AGA), safle
Ramsar a Safle o Ddiddordeb Gwyddonol Arbennig (SoDdGA) Aber Dyfrdwy.
Mae’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig hefyd yn mynd heibio tua 50m i'r gogledd o ACA
Safleoedd Madfallod y DWr Glannau Dyfrdwy a Bwcle a SoDdGA Pyllau a Choetir
Cei Connah, cyn croesi SoDdGA Mynydd y Fflint. Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn
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nodi cyfanswm o naw o safleoedd rhyngwladol a 14 o safleoedd cenedlaethol
sydd wedi'u dynodi ar gyfer cadwraeth natur o fewn 10 cilometr o ffin y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig.

Yn ogystal, mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn nodi pum ased treftadaeth dynodedig
o fewn ffin y Datblygiad Arfaethedig, gan gynnwys y Safle Amffosog, Pysgodlyn
a Sianel Gysylltiedig, a Heneb Gofrestredig Elton. Mae’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig
wedi’i leoli’'n bennaf mewn Parth Llifogydd 2 (Lloegr) a Pharth C2 (Cymru); fodd
bynnag, mae AGI Grinsome Road wedi’i leoli mewn Parth Llifogydd 3. Mae’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn cyd-daro ag, neu’n uniongyrchol i lawr yr afon o, 14
o gyrff dwr wyneb y Gyfarwyddeb Fframwaith DWr, a phedwar corff dwr daear
y Gyfarwyddeb Fframwaith Dwr. Mae’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn cyd-daro ag
Ardal Rheoli Ansawdd Aer (AQMA) Thornton le Moors, ac mae wedi’i leoli o fewn
500m o bum Ardal Bwysig o ran Swn (NIA) a saith Ardal Blaenoriaeth Cynlluniau
Gweithredu ynghylch Swn (NAPPA).

Mae’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn mynd drwy dir amaethyddol, yn bennaf, ac yn
croesi nifer o gyrsiau dwr, priffyrdd ac isffyrdd a chroesfannau rheilffordd. Mae
ffin y Datblygiad Arfaethedig hefyd yn cyd-daro &, neu’'n agos at, ddatblygiadau
preswyl, asedau cymunedol a mannau gwyrdd, dynodiadau tir cyflogaeth,
daliadau tir amaethyddol, nifer o Hawliau Tramwy Cyhoeddus (HTCau), gan
gynnwys Llwybr Arfordir Cymru, a nifer o safleoedd tirlenwi hanesyddol.

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio
Disgrifiad o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi nad yw lleoliad a dyluniad union rhai elfennau o'r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig wedi’'u pennu ar yr adeg hon o’r broses AEA, a chant eu
mireinio cyn cyflwyno’r cais am DCO. Fodd bynnag, mae’r diffyg gwybodaeth
fanwl a ddarparwyd yn yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu, yn enwedig yn ymwneud &
lleoliad, dyluniad a maint ‘Gwaith Arall’ wedi cyfyngu ar allu’r Arolygiaeth, a
chyrff ymgynghori o bosibl, i roi sylwadau ystyrlon ar ei gynnwys ac, mewn rhai
achosion, wedi atal yr Arolygiaeth rhag gallu cytuno i hepgor materion o'r
asesiad ar hyn o bryd.

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi bod rhagor o waith yn cael ei gwblhau i benderfynu
ar nifer y lleoliad yr AGlau, BVSau a'r system CP. Dylai'r DA ddisgrifio nifer,
lleoliad a dimensiynau mwyaf y strwythurau hyn, gan gynnwys y staciau awyru
sy’n gysylltiedig &'r AGlau a'r BVSau. Lle mae ansicrwydd ynghylch yr elfennau
hyn, rhaid i'r Ymgeisydd sicrhau bod amlen Rochdale ar gyfer y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig yn adlewyrchu’r sefyllfa waethaf yn ddigonol.

Dylai’r DA hefyd roi gwybodaeth am leoliad llwybrau mynediad, compowndiau
adeiladu a lleoliad croesfannau heb ffosydd. Dylid asesu’r effeithiau posibl yn
gysylltiedig & chroesfannau heb ffosydd (fel effeithiau dad-ddyfrio neu leoliad
tyllau mynediad) hefyd.

Nid yw'r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn darparu asesiad o gyfnod datgomisiynu’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Mae’r Arolygiaeth o'r farn y dylai asesiad o’r cyfnod
datgomisiynu gael ei ddarparu yn y DA. Dylai hwn fod yn gymesur a chynnwys



235

2.3.6

2.3.7

238

239

2.3.10

2311

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid HyNet North West

disgrifiad o’r gwaith datgomisiynu, gofynion o ran defnydd tir, a’r amserlen
amcangyfrifedig. Dylai'r Ymgeisydd ddangos yn glir fod oes gyflawn y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig, gan gynnwys y cyfnod datgomisiynu, wedi’i disgrifio &’i
hasesu’'n ddigonol yn y DA. Yn ogystal, dylai'r Ymgeisydd sicrhau bod oes
weithredol y Datblygiad Arfaethedig sydd wedi’i nodi yn y DA yn gyson &’r hyn
sydd wedi’'i amlinellu yn y DCO.

Nid yw'r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn datgan pa bryd y mae cyfnod adeiladu’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn debygol o ddechrau, na pha bryd y daw'n gwbl
weithredol. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd ddisgrifio’n glir gyfnod adeiladu a gweithredu’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn y DA, a sicrhau bod y wybodaeth hon yn gyson a’r
hyn sydd wedi’'i amlinellu yn y DCO.

Nid yw’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn ystyried yr effeithiau amgylcheddol posibl o
ganlyniad i adeiladu, gweithredu na datgomisiynu’r system CP. Dylai’r
Ymgeisydd ddarparu asesiad o’r mater hwn lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn
debygol o ddigwydd. Hefyd, dylai’r DA ddisgrifio sut byddai’r system CP yn cael
ei datgomisiynu ar 6l oes weithredol 40 blynedd y Datblygiad Arfaethedig.

Mae paragraff 2.1.7 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn amlinellu’r prosiectau sy’n
ffurfio'r Cynllun Ehangach. Dylai’'r DA ddisgrifio’n glir y berthynas rhwng y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig a'r Cynllun Ehangach, gan gynnwys i ba raddau mae’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn dibynnu ar gyflawni prosiectau eraill. Hefyd, dylai’'r
Ymgeisydd ddisgrifio amserlenni datblygu’'r prosiectau sy’'n ffurfio’r Cynllun
Ehangach, gan gynnwys esboniad o sut caiff y rhain eu cydlynu.

Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y gallai fod angen goleuadau adeiladu dros dro
a goleuadau gweithredol ychwanegol. Dylai'r DA ddisgrifio'n glir leoliad
goleuadau adeiladu a gweithredol, a darparu asesiad lle mae effeithiau
sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd. Hefyd, dylid disgrifio’r safonau dylunio y
bydd yn ofynnol i oleuadau ychwanegol eu bodloni yn y DA.

Dywed paragraff 3.5.29 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y caiff y BVSau eu pweru gan
ddefnyddio cysylltiadau & chyfleustodau trydanol a thelathrebu presennol, a
chaiff y gwaith hwn ei gyflawni gan yr ymgymerwyr statudol perthnasol a
pheidio &'u cynnwys yn y DCO ar gyfer y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dylai'r
Ymgeisydd Sicrhau y caiff effeithiau amgylcheddol posibl y gwaith cysylltu hwn,
neu unrhyw ddatblygiad 6l-ddilynol arall, eu hystyried yn yr asesiad o effeithiau

cronnus lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.

Dywed paragraff 3.6.15 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y gallai fod angen Pyst Dalennog
Clos wrth adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi bod yr
effeithiau posibl sy’n deillio o’r Pyst Dalennog Clos ond wedi’u hystyried yn glir
mewn perthynas ag Adnoddau Dwr a’r Perygl o Lifogydd. Dylai'r Ymgeisydd
sicrhau y caiff effeithiau amgylcheddol posibl y gweithgareddau hyn eu disgrifio
ym mhenodau agweddau perthnasol eraill ar y DA (e.e. SWn a Dirgryniad), a’u
hasesu lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.

Mae paragraff 3.6.27 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn amlinellu’'r gweithgareddau
cyn-gomisiynu ar 6l gosod y biblinell CO2>. Dylai'r Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff
effeithiau amgylcheddol posibl y gweithgareddau hyn eu disgrifio ym mhenodau
agweddau perthnasol eraill ar y DA, a’u hasesu lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn
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debygol o ddigwydd. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn poeni’n benodol am yr effeithiau
posibl sy’n deillio o brofion hydrostatig (e.e. gollwng dwr) a dad-ddyfrio. Dylai’r
Ymgeisydd geisio dod i gytundeb &’r cyrff ymgynghori perthnasol ynghylch
asesu gweithgareddau cyn-gomisiynu a gofynion lliniaru.

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cyfeirio at Ffatri Purfa Stanlow, Safle Purfa
Stanlow, Purfa Olew Stanlow a Phurfa Stanlow. Oherwydd y disgrifiad anghyson
o’r lleoliad hwn, nid yw’n glir ai'r un cyfleuster yw’r rhain neu gyfleusterau
gwahanol o fewn ffin y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Hefyd, cyfeiria’'r Adroddiad
Cwmpasu’n gyson at Ffatri Purfa Stanlow a Ffatri Gwrtaith CF wrth ddisgrifio
lleoliad yr AGlau. Nid yw lleoliad y nodweddion hyn wedi’'i ddarlunio yn y
ffigurau a ddarperir yn Atodiad A yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu. Dylai’r DA osgoi
disgrifiadau anghyson o elfennau’r datblygiad a darparu ffigurau sy’n dangos
lleoliad y nodweddion hyn yn glir.

Mae paragraff 3.7.5 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn amlinellu gweithgareddau
archwilio a chynnal a chadw nodweddiadol y gellir ymgymryd & nhw yn ystod
gweithrediad y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff
effeithiau amgylcheddol posibl y gweithgareddau hyn, yn enwedig arolygon
hofrennydd bob pythefnos, eu disgrifio ym mhenodau agweddau perthnasol ar
y DA, a’'u hasesu lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd. Hefyd,
dylai'r Ymgeisydd ystyried yr effeithiau amgylcheddol posibl sy’n deillio o'r
hawddfraint 25m sydd ei angen yn ystod cyfnod gweithredol 40 mlynedd y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig.

Dywed paragraff 3.7.6 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y byddai materion sy’n cael eu
nodi wrth archwilio’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn cael eu cywiro gan ddefnyddio
gwaith adferol priodol. Fodd bynnag, nid yw’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnwys
disgrifiad o’r gwaith sydd ei angen ar gyfer camau adfer. Dylai'r Ymgeisydd
sicrhau y caiff y gweithgareddau a’'r gofynion defnydd tir cysylltiedig ar gyfer y
gwaith adfer eu disgrifio’'n glir yn y DA, a’i hasesu lle mae effeithiau sylweddol
yn debygol o ddigwydd.

Dywed paragraff 4.11.16 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y bydd y Cynllun Rheoli Traffig
Adeiladu (CTMP) Amlinellol yn cynnwys disgrifiad o’r canlynol: nifer y cerbydau,
llwybrau, amlder ac amseriad symudiadau; oriau a phatrymau gwaith
gweithwyr; ardaloedd paratoi a pharcio; a Llwythi Anwahanadwy Anghyffredin.
Dylai'’r Ymgeisydd gynnwys gwybodaeth sydd wedi’i hamlinellu yn y CTMP yn y
DA, lle mae’n berthnasol i'r asesiad. Dylai’r DA hefyd esbonio sut byddai Llwythi
Anwahanadwy Anghyffredin yn cael eu cludo i safle’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig,
gan gynnwys nifer y Liwythi Anwahanadwy Anghyffredin a fyddai eu hangen yn
ystod y cyfnod adeiladu. Dylai'r Ymgeisydd ystyried effeithiau posibl cludo
Liwythi Anwahanadwy Anghyffredin i safle’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig ym
mhenodau agweddau perthnasol ar y DA. Hefyd, dylai'r Ymgeisydd geisio dod
i gytundeb a&'r cyrff ymgynghori perthnasol ynghylch oriau/patrymau gwaith
gweithwyr yn ystod cyfnod adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Tynnir sylw’r
Ymgeisydd at ymateb Cyngor Gorllewin Swydd Gaer a Chaer i'r ymgynghoriad
yn hyn o beth (gweler Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn).

Dywed Tabl 3-1 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y bydd y Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn
croesi, neu wedi’i leoli'n agos at, sawl afon (e.e. afon Dyfrdwy) a dyfrffordd
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fordwyol (e.e. Camlas Undeb Swydd Amwythig). Fodd bynnag, ni nodwyd
afonydd, camlesi, defnyddwyr dyfrffyrdd a seilwaith cysylltiedig yn
dderbynyddion sensitif mewn rhai penodau o’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu a allai fod
yn berthnasol. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff effeithiau amgylcheddol posibl
y Datblygiad Arfaethedig ar y derbynyddion hyn, yn enwedig yn ystod y cyfnod
adeiladu, eu hystyried ym mhenodau’r agweddau perthnasol yn y DA, a'u
hasesu lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd. Tynnir sylw’r
Ymgeisydd at ymateb yr Ymddiriedolaeth Camlesi ac Afonydd i’r ymgynghoriad
yn hyn o beth.

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cyfeirio at ‘weithgareddau galluogi eraill’ a ‘gwaith
ar y gerbytffordd’. Fodd bynnag, nid yw'r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn rhoi unrhyw
fanylion pellach am natur y gwaith hwn. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd gynnwys disgrifiad
clir o'r gweithgareddau galluogi a’r gwaith ar y gerbytffordd yn y DA, gan
gynnwys eu lleoliad a’r gofynion defnydd tir cysylltiedig, a darparu asesiad o’r
materion hyn lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.

Cynigion amgen

Mae’r Rheoliadau AEA yn ei gwneud yn ofynnol i'r Ymgeisydd ddarparu
‘Disgrifiad o’r cynigion amgen rhesymol (er enghraifft o ran dyluniad, technoleg,
lleoliad, maint a graddfa’r datblygiad) a astudiwyd gan y datblygwr, sy’'n
berthnasol i'r prosiect arfaethedig a’i nodweddion penodol, ynghyd & nodi’r prif
resymau dros ddewis yr opsiwn dewisol, gan gynnwys cymharu’'r effeithiau
amgylcheddol’.

Mae’r Gyfarwyddiaeth yn cydnabod bwriad yr Ymgeisydd i ystyried cynigion
amgen yn y DA. Byddai’'r Arolygiaeth yn disgwyl gweld adran arwahanol yn y
DA sy’n rhoi manylion am y cynigion amgen rhesymol a astudiwyd a’r rhesymau
dros ddewis yr opsiwn/opsiynau dewisol, gan gynnwys cymharu’r effeithiau
amgylcheddol.

Hyblygrwydd

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi awydd yr Ymgeisydd i gynnwys hyblygrwydd yn y
DCO drafft (dDCO), a’i fwriad i gymhwyso dull Amlen Rochdale at y diben hwn.
Lle na ellir diffinio manylion am y Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn fanwl gywir, bydd
yr Ymgeisydd yn cymhwyso’r sefyllfa waethaf. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn croesawu’r
cyfeiriad at Nodyn Cyngor Naw yr Arolygiaeth Gynllunio, ‘Defnyddio ‘Amlen
Rochdale’ yn hyn o beth.

Dylai’r Ymgeisydd wneud pob ymdrech i gulhau ystod yr opsiynau ac esbonio’n
glir yn y DA pa elfennau o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig nad ydynt wedi’'u cadarnhau
hyd yn hyn, a rhoi’'r rhesymau am hynny. Adeg y cais, ni ddylai paramedrau
unrhyw Ddatblygiad Arfaethedig fod mor eang fel eu bod yn cynrychioli
datblygiadau gwahanol, i bob diben. Dylai paramedrau’r datblygiad gael eu
diffinio’'n glir yn y dDCO a’r DA cysylltiedig. Mae’n fater i'r Ymgeisydd, wrth
baratoi DA, ystyried a yw’n bosibl asesu ystod o effeithiau sy’n deillio o nifer
fawr o baramedrau heb eu penderfynu, neu beidio. Ni ddylai’r disgrifiad o’r

1 Nodyn Cyngor Naw: Defnyddio Amlen Rochdale. Ar gael yn:
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/cy/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/
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Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn y DA fod mor eang fel nad yw'n ddigon sicr i
gydymffurfio & gofynion Rheoliad 14 y Rheoliadau AEA.

Dylid nodi, os bydd y Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn newid yn sylweddol cyn
cyflwyno’r cais am DCO, efallai yr hoffai’r Ymgeisydd ystyried gofyn am farn
gwmpasu newydd.

11
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DULL Y DA
Cyflwyniad

Mae’r adran hon yn cynnwys sylwadau penodol yr Arolygiaeth ar gwmpas a lefel
manylder y wybodaeth a ddarperir yn DA yr Ymgeisydd. Rhoddir cyngor
cyffredinol ar gyflwyno DA yn Nodyn Cyngor Saith yr Arolygiaeth, ‘Asesu
Effeithiau Amgylcheddol: Gwybodaeth Amgylcheddol Ragarweiniol, Sgrinio a
Chwmpasu’? a’r atodiadau cysylltiedig.

Nid yw agweddau / materion (fel y’i diffinnir yn Nodyn Cyngor Saith) yn cael eu
hepgor oni bai bod yr Ymgeisydd yn mynd i'r afael & nhw ac yn eu cyfiawnhau’n
benodol, ac y cadarnheir y cant eu hepgor gan yr Arolygiaeth. Dylai’r DA gael
ei seilio ar y Farn Gwmpasu cyhyd & bod y Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn parhau’r
un fath, yn yr hanfod, &'r Datblygiad Arfaethedig sy’'n cael ei ddisgrifio yn
Adroddiad Cwmpasu’r Ymgeisydd.

Mae’r Arolygiaeth wedi amlinellu yn y Farn hon lle mae wedi cytuno / anghytuno
i hepgor agweddau / materion penodol ar sail y wybodaeth sydd ar gael ar hyn
o bryd. Mae'r Arolygiaeth yn fodlon na ddylai derbyn Barn Gwmpasu atal
Ymgeisydd rhag cytuno &’r cyrff ymgynghori perthnasol i hepgor yr agweddau /
materion hyn o’r DA, lle y darparwyd tystiolaeth bellach i gyfiawnhau’r dull hwn.
Fodd bynnag, er mwyn dangos yr aethpwyd i'r afael &'r agweddau / materion
yn briodol, dylai’r DA esbonio’r ymresymiad y tu 6l i'w hepgor a chyfiawnhau’r
dull a ddefnyddiwyd.

Mae’r Arolygiaeth wedi ymdrechu i sicrhau bod y Farn Gwmpasu hon wedi’i
llywio drwy ymgynghori’n effeithiol &'r cyrff ymgynghori perthnasol. Yn
anffodus, ar hyn o bryd, nid yw'r Arolygiaeth yn gallu derbyn ymatebion
ymgynghori ar ffurf copiau papur, a gallai hyn effeithio ar allu corff ymgynghori
i ymgysylltu &'r broses gwmpasu. Mae’r Arolygiaeth hefyd yn gwerthfawrogi y
gallai cydymffurfio’n llwyr & chyngor COVID-19 effeithio ar allu corff ymgynghori
i ddarparu ymateb i'r ymgynghoriad. Mae’r Arolygiaeth o’r farn y dylai
Ymgeiswyr wneud pob ymdrech i sicrhau eu bod yn ymgysylltu’'n effeithiol a
chyrff ymgynghori a, lle y bo’n angenrheidiol, datblygu cwmpas y DA ymhellach
i fynd i'r afael &'u pryderon a’'u cyngor. Dylai'r DA gynnwys gwybodaeth i
ddangos sut yr ymgymerwyd &’r cyfryw ymgysylltiad pellach, a sut mae wedi
dylanwadu ar gwmpas yr asesiadau yr adroddwyd arnynt yn y DA.

Lle y bo’n berthnasol, dylai’'r DA gyfeirio at sut y caiff mesurau arfaethedig i atal
/ lleihau effeithiau niweidiol eu sicrhau drwy ofynion DCO drafft (neu ddulliau
cadarn addas eraill), a ph'un a yw cyrff ymgynghori perthnasol yn cytuno ar
ddigonolrwydd y mesurau arfaethedig.

2 Nodyn Cyngor Saith: Asesu Effeithiau Amgylcheddol: Y Broses, Gwybodaeth Amgylcheddol
Ragarweiniol a Datganiadau Amgylcheddol ac atodiad. Ar gael yn:
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/cy/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/
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Datganiadau Polisi Cenedlaethol Perthnasol (NPSau)

Caiff Datganiadau Polisi Cenedlaethol sy’n benodol i'r sector eu llunio gan
Adrannau perthnasol y LIlywodraeth, ac maent yn pennu’r polisi cenedlaethol ar
gyfer NSIPau. Maent yn darparu’r fframwaith y bydd yr Awdurdod Archwilio
(AA) yn ei ddefnyddio i wneud ei argymbhelliad i'r YG, ac yn cynnwys amcanion
y Llywodraeth ar gyfer datblygu NSIPau. Gallai’r Datganiadau Polisi
Cenedlaethol gynnwys gofynion amgylcheddol ar gyfer NSIPau, y dylai
Ymgeiswyr fynd i'r afael & nhw yn eu DA.

Mae Adroddiad Cwmpasu’r Ymgeisydd yn cydnabod nad oes Datganiadau Polisi
Cenedlaethol penodol ar gyfer piblinellau CO2; fodd bynnag, y Datganiadau
Polisi Cenedlaethol dynodedig sy’n ymddangos yn berthnasol i'r Datblygiad
Arfaethedig yw:

e Datganiad Polisi Cenedlaethol Trosfwaol ar gyfer Ynni (NPS EN-1); a'r
o Datganiad Polisi Cenedlaethol ar gyfer Seilwaith Cyflenwi Nwy a Phiblinellau
Nwy ac Olew (NPS EN-4).

Dylai’r Ymgeisydd sicrhau yr ystyriwyd y gofynion diwygiedig sydd wedi'u
hamlinellu mewn unrhyw Ddatganiad Polisi Cenedlaethol newydd neu gyfredol
ar gyfer seilwaith ynni yn y DA, lle maent yn berthnasol i'r Datblygiad
Arfaethedig.

Cwmpas yr Asesiad
Cyffredinol

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn argymell, er mwyn cynorthwyo &’r broses benderfynu, y
dylai’r Ymgeisydd ddefnyddio tablau:

¢ i ddangos sut mae’r asesiad wedi ystyried y Farn hon;

¢ i amlygu a choladu’r effeithiau gweddilliol ar &l lliniaru ar gyfer pob un o'r
penodau, gan gynnwys y cydberthnasoedd a’r effeithiau cronnus;

e i amlinellu’r mesurau lliniaru a / neu fonitro arfaethedig, gan gynnwys
croesgyfeirio at y modd o sicrhau’r mesurau hyn (e.e. drwy ofyniad yn y DCO
drafft);

e i ddisgrifio unrhyw fesurau adferol y nodir eu bod yn angenrheidiol ar 6l
monitro; ac

e i amlygu lle mae manylion wedi’'u cynnwys yn yr Asesiad Rheoliadau
Cynefinoedd (adroddiad HRA) (lle bo hynny’n berthnasol), fel disgrifiadau o
safleoedd Rhwydwaith Safleoedd Cenedlaethol a’u lleoliadau, ynghyd ag
unrhyw fesurau lliniaru neu ddigolledu, sy’n llywio canfyddiadau’r DA.

Senario Sylfaenol

Dylai’r DA gynnwys disgrifiad o’r senario sylfaenol gyda’r datblygiad wedi’i roi
ar waith a hebddo, i'r graddau y gellir asesu newidiadau naturiol o’r senario
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sylfaenol gydag ymdrech resymol ar sail y wybodaeth amgylcheddol a
gwyddonol sydd ar gael.

O ystyried nifer y datblygiadau cyfredol yng nghyffiniau safle cais y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig, dylai’'r Ymgeisydd ddatgan yn glir pa ddatblygiadau y tybir eu bod
wrthi’'n cael eu hadeiladu neu’'n weithredol fel rhan o’r waelodlin yn y dyfodol.

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn rhoi disgrifiad o Ardal yr Astudiaeth ar gyfer pob
agwedd amgylcheddol sydd i'w chynnwys yn y DA. Fodd bynnag, nid yw rhai o
Ardaloedd yr Astudiaeth wedi’u darlunio yn y ffigurau cyfatebol yn yr Adroddiad
Cwmpasu. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd ddarlunio cwmpas daearyddol Ardaloedd yr
Astudiaeth mewn ffigurau priodol ar gyfer pob agwedd amgylcheddol sy’'n cael
ei hystyried yn y DA.

Dulliau Rhagfynegi neu Dystiolaeth

Dylai’r DA gynnwys yr amserlenni ar gyfer yr arolygon sy’n sail i'r asesiadau
technegol. Er mwyn eglurder, dylai’r wybodaeth hon gael ei darparu naill ai ym
mhenodau cyflwyniadol y DA (gan gadarnhau bod yr amserlenni hyn yn
berthnasol i bob pennod), neu ym mhenodau pob agwedd.

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn disgwyl i'r DA gynnwys pennod sy’n amlinellu’r fethodoleg
drosfwaol ar gyfer yr asesiad, sy’n gwahaniaethu’'n glir rhwng effeithiau
‘sylweddol’ ac effeithiau ‘nad ydynt yn sylweddol’. Dylai unrhyw wyriad oddi
wrth y fethodoleg honno gael ei ddisgrifio mewn penodau sy’n asesu agweddau
unigol.

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi bod y fethodoleg asesu arfaethedig ar gyfer sawl
agwedd amgylcheddol sydd wedi’'u cynnwys yn yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu wedi’i
seilio ar y Llawlyfr Dylunio Ffyrdd a Phontydd (DMRB). Mae’r DMRB wedi’i
fwriadu'n ganllaw technegol ar asesu effeithiau sy’'n deillio o adeiladu a
gweithrediad ffyrdd. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd gynnig cyfiawnhad addas o ran pam y
mae DMRB yn ganllaw technegol addas ar gyfer asesu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig
yn y DA.

Dylai’r DA gynnwys manylion am anawsterau (er enghraifft diffygion technegol
neu ddiffyg gwybodaeth) y daethpwyd ar eu traws wrth gasglu'r wybodaeth
ofynnol, a’r prif ansicrwydd sy’n gysylltiedig.

Gweddillion ac Allyriadau

Mae’r Rheoliadau AEA yn mynnu amcangyfrif, yn 61 math a swm, o’r gweddillion
a’r allyriadau disgwyliedig. Dylid cyfeirio’'n benodol at lygredd dwr, aer, pridd
ac isbridd, swn, dirgryniad, golau, gwres, ymbelydredd a symiau a mathau o
wastraff a gynhyrchir yn ystod y cyfnodau adeiladu a gweithredu, lle y bo’n
berthnasol. Dylai’r wybodaeth hon gael ei darparu mewn modd clir a chyson, a
gellid ei chynnwys yn yr asesiadau o’r agweddau perthnasol. Dylai’r DA
gynnwys asesiad o effeithiau unrhyw oleuadau sydd eu hangen ar gyfer
cyfnodau adeiladu neu weithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig.

Dywed paragraff 3.7.9 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y bydd angen gweithrediadau
awyrellu yn ystod cyfnod gweithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dylai’r
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Ymgeisydd ystyried effeithiau amgylcheddol posibl gweithrediadau awyrellu ym
mhenodau’r agweddau perthnasol yn y DA, a darparu asesiad o'r mater hwn lle
mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd. Yn ogystal, dylai’r Ymgeisydd
ddisgrifio’n glir leoliad, amlder a hyd gweithgareddau awyrellu, gan gynnwys
math, natur a swm y nwyon cydrannol sydd i'w rhyddhau i'r atmosffer.

Mae paragraff 4.12 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn ceisio cwmpasu effeithiau gwres
ac ymbelydredd allan o’r DA, ar y sail y bydd y biblinell CO, wedi’i gosod o dan
y ddaear, ac ni ddisgwylir unrhyw ffynonellau sylweddol o ymbelydredd. Mae’r
Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir cvmpasu effeithiau gwres ac ymbelydredd allan
o'r DA.

Mesurau Lliniaru a Monitro

Dylai unrhyw fesurau lliniaru y dibynnir arnynt at ddibenion yr asesiad gael eu
hesbonio’n fanwl yn y DA. Dylai effeithiolrwydd tebygol y mesurau lliniaru a
gynigir gael ei esbonio gan gyfeirio at effeithiau gweddilliol. Dylai’r DA hefyd
fynd i'r afael & sut y bydd unrhyw fesurau lliniaru arfaethedig yn cael eu sicrhau,
gan gyfeirio at ofynion penodol yn y dDCO neu gytundebau eraill sy’n gyfreithiol-

rwym.

Dylai’r DA amlygu a disgrifio unrhyw fesurau monitro a gynigir ar gyfer effeithiau
niweidiol sylweddol, a sut y byddai canlyniadau’r cyfryw fonitro’'n cael eu
defnyddio i lywio unrhyw gamau unioni angenrheidiol.

Nodir bod yr Ymgeisydd yn bwriadu cyflwyno Cofrestr o Gamau Gweithredu ac
Ymrwymiadau Amgylcheddol (REAC) gyda’r cais am DCO, sy’'n disgrifio’r
mesurau lliniaru a fydd yn cael eu cyflawni, yn unol &r Cynllun Rheoli
Amgylcheddol Adeiladu (CEMP). Fodd bynnag, dywed paragraff 4.7.8 yr
Adroddiad Cwmpasu na fydd CEMP drafft yn cael ei ddarparu &'r cais am DCO
gan y bydd manylion am fesurau lliniaru wedi’u hamlinellu yn y REAC. Mae’r
Arolygiaeth yn gofyn i'r cais am DCO gynnwys yr holl ddogfennau sy’n disgrifio’r
mesurau y dibynnir arnynt at ddibenion yr AEA, gan gynnwys fersiynau drafft
o’r CEMP, Cynllun Rheoli Traffig Adeiladu (CTMP), Cynllun Rheoli Deunyddiau
(MMP), Cynllun Rheoli Gwastraff y Safle (SWMP), Cynllun Teithio Gweithwyr
Adeiladu (CWTP), Cynllun Rheoli Gwaddod (SMP), Cynllun Rheoli DWr Daear
(GMP), CEMP Atraeth a’r CEMP Morol, y cyfeirir atynt yn yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu.
Hefyd, dylai’r DA groesgyfeirio’'n benodol at y dogfennau hyn lle y dibynnir
arnynt at ddibenion yr AEA.

Risgiau Damweiniau Mawr a/neu Drychinebau

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi’r bwriad i gynnwys asesiad yn y DA o effeithiau
amgylcheddol niweidiol sylweddol sy’n deillio o fregusrwydd y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig i ddamweiniau a thrychinebau. Dylai'r DA gynnwys disgrifiad ac
asesiad (lle y bo’n berthnasol) o’r effeithiau sylweddol tebygol yn deillio o
ddamweiniau a thrychinebau sy’n berthnasol i’'r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dylai’r
Ymgeisydd ddefnyddio canllawiau priodol (e.e. y cyfeirir atynt yn Atodiad yr
Awdurdod Gweithredol lechyd a Diogelwch (HSE) i Nodyn Cyngor 11 yr
Arolygiaeth) i gael dealltwriaeth well o debygolrwydd digwyddiad a pha mor
agored y mae’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig i beryglon a damweiniau mawr posibl.
Dylai’r disgrifiad a'r asesiad ystyried pa mor agored y mae’r Datblygiad
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Arfaethedig i ddamwain neu drychineb posibl, yn ogystal & photensial y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig i achosi damwain neu drychineb. Dylai’r asesiad roi sylw
penodol i asesu effeithiau sylweddol sy’'n deillio o’r risgiau i iechyd dynol,
treftadaeth ddiwylliannol neu’r amgylchedd. Dylai unrhyw fesurau a ddefnyddir
i atal a rheoli effeithiau sylweddol gael eu cyflwyno yn y DA.

Gall gwybodaeth berthnasol sydd ar gael ac a gafwyd drwy asesiadau risg yn
unol & deddfwriaeth genedlaethol gael eu defnyddio at y diben hwn. Lle y bo’'n
briodol, dylai’r disgrifiad hwn gynnwys mesurau y disgwylir iddynt atal neu
liniaru effeithiau niweidiol sylweddol y digwyddiadau hyn ar yr amgylchedd, a
manylion am y paratoadau ar gyfer argyfyngau tebyg a’r ymateb arfaethedig
iddynt.

Yr Hinsawdd a Newid yn yr Hinsawdd

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi’r bwriad i gynnwys asesiad o effaith y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig ar yr hinsawdd a'r perygl o newid yn yr hinsawdd. Lle y bo’n
berthnasol, dylai’r DA ddisgrifio ac asesu’r gallu i addasu sydd wedi’i gynnwys
yn nyluniad y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Gallai hyn gynnwys, er enghraifft,
mesurau amgen fel newidiadau i ddefnyddio deunyddiau neu dechnegau
adeiladu a dylunio a fydd yn fwy cydnerth i risgiau’r newid yn yr hinsawdd.

Effeithiau Trawsffiniol

Mae Atodlen 4 Rhan 5 y Rheoliadau AEA yn mynnu bod DA yn cynnwys disgrifiad
o’r effeithiau trawsffiniol sylweddol tebygol. Nid yw’'r Adroddiad Cwmpasu wedi
dynodi a yw’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn debygol o gael effeithiau sylweddol ar
Wladwriaeth yr Ardal Economaidd Ewropeaidd (EEA).

Mae Rheoliad 32 y Rheoliadau AEA yn mynnu, ymhlith pethau eraill, bod yr
Arolygiaeth yn rhoi cyhoeddusrwydd i gais DCO ar ran yr Ysgrifennydd Gwladol
os yw o’r farn bod y cynnig yn debygol o gael effeithiau sylweddol ar amgylchedd
gwladwriaeth EEA a, lle y bo’n berthnasol, ymgynghori &'r wladwriaeth EEA yr
effeithir arni.

Mae’r Arolygiaeth o’r farn, lle mae Rheoliad 32 yn berthnasol, fod hyn yn debygol
0 arwain at oblygiadau o ran archwilio cais DCO. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi y
bydd y DA yn cynnwys disgrifiad o unrhyw effeithiau trawsffiniol. Lle y nodir y
posibilrwydd o effeithiau trawsffiniol sylweddol, dylid ei gwneud yn glir pa
wladwriaethau’'r EEA yr effeithir arnynt.

Rhestr Gyfeirio

Rhaid cynnwys rhestr gyfeirio sy’n manylu ar y ffynonellau a ddefnyddiwyd ar
gyfer y disgrifiadau a’r asesiadau yn y DA.

Y Coronafeirws (COVID-19) a Chasglu Gwybodaeth a
Data Amgylcheddol

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn deall y gallai'r mesurau a orfodwyd gan y llywodraeth wrth
ymateb i COVID-19 effeithio ar allu Ymgeisydd i gael gwybodaeth amgylcheddol
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berthnasol at ddibenion y DA. Mae'r Arolygiaeth yn deall y gallai fod yn anodd
cynnal arolygon penodol a chael data cynrychioliadol dan yr amgylchiadau
cyfredol.

Mae gan yr Arolygiaeth ddyletswydd i sicrhau bod yr asesiadau amgylcheddol
sydd eu hangen i lywio cais DCO cadarn yn cael eu hategu gan wybodaeth
berthnasol a chyfredol. Trwy gydweithio’n agos & chyrff ymgynghori, bydd yr
Arolygiaeth yn ceisio defnyddio dull hyblyg, gan gydbwyso’r angen am
drylwyrder addas a sicrwydd gwyddonol mewn asesiadau ag ymarferoldeb, er
mwyn cefnogi’r broses o baratoi a phenderfynu ar geisiadau mewn modd
amserol.

Dylai Ymgeiswyr ymdrechu i gytuno ar ddull o gasglu a chyflwyno gwybodaeth
a’r cyrff ymgynghori perthnasol. Yn eu tro, mae’r Arolygiaeth yn disgwyl i’r cyrff
ymgynghori gydweithio ag Ymgeiswyr i ddod o hyd i ddulliau a phwyntiau
cyfeirio addas i ganiatau ar gyfer paratoi ceisiadau ar yr adeg hon. Mae’'n
ofynnol i’'r Arolygiaeth ystyried y cyngor a gaiff gan y cyrff ymgynghori, a bydd
yn parhau i wneud hynny yn hyn o beth.

Gwybodaeth Gyfrinachol a Sensitif

Mewn rhai amgylchiadau, bydd yn briodol cadw gwybodaeth yn gyfrinachol. Yn
arbennig, gallai hyn ymwneud & gwybodaeth bersonol sy’n nodi enwau a
chymwysterau’r rhai sy’n ymgymryd &'r asesiadau a / neu bresenoldeb a
lleoliadau rhywogaethau prin neu sensitif, fel moch daear, adar a phlanhigion
prin, a allai gael eu haflonyddu, eu niweidio, eu herlyn neu eu hecsbloetio’'n
fasnachol pe byddai’r wybodaeth yn cael ei chyhoeddi.

Lle y bwriedir i ddogfennau aros yn gyfrinachol, dylai'r Ymgeisydd eu darparu
ar ffurf dogfennau ar wahan, gan nodi eu natur gyfrinachol yn glir yn y teitl a
thrwy ddyfrnod sy’n nodi hynny ar bob tudalen. Ni ddylai’r wybodaeth gael ei
chynnwys mewn dogfennau eraill y bwriedir eu cyhoeddi neu y byddai’n ofynnol
i'r Arolygiaeth eu datgelu dan Reoliadau Gwybodaeth Amgylcheddol 2004.

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn dilyn y protocolau diogelu data a osodwyd gan Swyddfa’r
Comisiynydd Gwybodaeth®. Cyfeiriwch at hysbysiad preifatrwydd Seilwaith
Cenedlaethol yr Arolygiaeth* i gael rhagor o wybodaeth am sut mae data
personol yn cael ei reoli yn ystod proses Deddf Cynllunio 2008.

3 https://ico.org.uk

4 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/planning-inspectorate-privacy-notices
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TABLAU CWMPASU WEDI'U SEILIO AR AGWEDDAU

4.1 Ansawdd Aer

Rhif

(Adran 5 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Cyf

Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

411 | Tabl 5-1 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
o0 ran ansawdd aer sy’n deillio o ar y sail nad yw’r Gwaith i’r Biblinell Bresennol wedi'i gynnwys yn y
Waith i'r Biblinell Bresennol (ac DCO ar gyfer y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno
eithrio BVS). y gall y mater hwn gael ei hepgor o’r DA ar y sail y bydd effeithiau
sylweddol tebygol y Gwaith i’r Biblinell Bresennol yn cael eu hystyried
mewn AEAau sy’n ategu ceisiadau TCPA ar wahan. Fodd bynnag,
dylai'r Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff effeithiau posibl Gwaith i’r Biblinell
Bresennol eu hystyried yn yr asesiad o effeithiau cronnus, lle mae
effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.
412 | Tabl 5-1 Gweithredu — Effeithiau o ran Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad

ansawdd aer yn deillio o

weithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig.

ar y sail nad oes unrhyw ffynonellau sylweddol posibl o allyriadau o
lygryddion ansawdd aer lleol yn ystod gweithrediad y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig. Dywed paragraff 5.5.4 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu, ar sail y
wybodaeth sydd ar gael i'r Ymgeisydd ar hyn o bryd, bod llifoedd
traffig gweithredol islaw’r trothwyon sgrinio sydd wedi’'u hamlinellu
yng nghanllawiau’r Sefydliad Rheoli Ansawdd Aer (IAQM). Mae'’r
Arolygiaeth yn cytuno bod vy llifoedd traffig sy’n gysylltiedig a
gweithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn annhebygol o arwain at
effeithiau sylweddol, ac yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn.
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Gweithredu — Effeithiau o ran
ansawdd aer sy’n deillio o
weithredoedd awyrellu.
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Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Mae paragraff 3.7.8 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn nodi bod effeithiau
posibl gweithredoedd awyrellu yn cynnwys creu atmosffer myglyd ac
effeithiau arogl oherwydd presenoldeb hydrogen sylffid (H2S) yn y llif
COa.

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y materion hyn o’r
asesiad ar y sail y bydd gweithredoedd awyrellu’'n brin ac wedi'u
rheoli drwy weithdrefnau gweithredu. Fodd bynnag, nid yw lleoliad
rhai elfennau o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig wedi’u diffinio yn yr
Adroddiad Cwmpasu, felly mae agosrwydd y Datblygiad Arfaethedig
at dderbynyddion dynol a/neu ecolegol posibl yn ansicr o hyd. Hefyd,
nid yw'r gweithdrefnau gweithredu sydd eu hangen i reoli allyriadau
wedi’u disgrifio yn yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu. Felly, nid yw’r Arolygiaeth
yn cytuno y gellir hepgor effeithiau o ran ansawdd aer o ganlyniad i
weithrediadau awyrellu o’'r DA. Yn unol & hynny, dylai’r DA gynnwys
asesiad o’r materion hyn neu ddangos cytundeb &’r rhanddeiliaid
perthnasol ac absenoldeb unrhyw effaith amgylcheddol sylweddol
debygol. Tynnir sylw’r Ymgeisydd at ymateb Cyngor Gorllewin Swydd
Gaer a Chaer (CWCC) i'r ymgynghoriad yn hyn o beth (gweler
Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn).

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Rhif | Cyf

414

Paragraff
55.1

Pwyntiau eraill

Safleoedd anstatudol sydd wedi’u
dynodi ar gyfer cadwraeth natur a
rhywogaethau a warchodir.

Mae paragraff 5.5.1 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn rhestru yn unig
safleoedd statudol sydd wedi’u dynodi ar gyfer cadwraeth natur fel
derbynyddion sensitif a fydd yn cael eu hystyried yn yr asesiad o
ansawdd aer. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd ddarparu asesiad o’'r effeithiau o ran
ansawdd aer ar safleoedd anstatudol ar gyfer cadwraeth natur hefyd,
gan gynnwys Safleoedd Bywyd Gwyllt Lleol, Coetiroedd Hynafol a
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Pwyntiau eraill

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

rhywogaethau a warchodir lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o

ddigwydd, a chroesgyfeirio &'r bennod ar ecoleg (ac i'r gwrthwyneb),
lle bo hynny’n berthnasol.
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4.2 Yr Hinsawdd

(Adran 6 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Rhif | Cyf Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

Nwyon Ty Gwydr

421 | Tabl 6-3 Adeiladu — Allyriadau nwyon ty Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
gwydr sy’n deillio o waredu ar y sail na ddisgwylir symiau mawr o wastraff wrth adeiladu’r
gwastraff Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Fodd bynnag, nid yw math a swm

amcangyfrifedig y gwastraff a fydd yn cael ei gynhyrchu wrth
adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig wedi’u nodi yn yr Adroddiad
Cwmpasu. Felly, nid yw'r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor
allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr sy’n deillio o waredu gwastraff adeiladu o’r
DA. Yn unol & hynny, dylai’r DA gynnwys asesiad o’r mater hwn neu
wybodaeth yn dangos cytundeb &’r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac
absenoldeb effaith amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

422 | Tabl 6-3 Adeiladu — Allyriadau nwyon ty Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
gwydr yn deillio o waredu biomas ar y sail na ddisgwylir symiau mawr o fiomas wrth adeiladu’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Fodd bynnag, nid yw swm amcangyfrifedig y
biomas a fydd yn cael ei gynhyrchu wrth adeiladu’r Datblygiad
Arfaethedig wedi’i nodi yn yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu. Felly, nid yw'r
Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr yn
deillio o waredu biomas o’r DA. Yn unol & hynny, dylai’r DA gynnwys
asesiad o’r mater hwn neu wybodaeth yn dangos cytundeb a'r
rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac absenoldeb effaith amgylcheddol
sylweddol debygol.

423 | Tabl 6-3 Gweithredu — Allyriadau nwyon ty Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
gwydr yn deillio o amnewid ar y sail na ddisgwylir unrhyw waith amnewid mawr yn ystod oes
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weithredol y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi bod
allyriadau sy’n gysylltiedig & gwaith cynnal a chadw ac adnewyddu
arferol wedi’'u cynnwys mewn asesiad pellach, ac felly mae’n fodlon y
gellir hepgor y mater hwn.

424

Tabl 6-3

Gweithredu — Allyriadau nwyon ty
gwydr yn deillio o ostwng dal a
storio carbon

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
ar y sail nad yw’r gostyngiad mewn dal a storio carbon yn cael ei
ystyried yn fawr, ac oherwydd mai’r prif fath o dir yw glaswelltir, sydd
a’r potensial lleiaf i ddal a storio carbon. Fodd bynnag, nid yw swm a
photensial dal a storio carbon y tir a fydd yn cael ei golli'n barhaol
wrth weithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig wedi’u nodi yn yr Adroddiad
Cwmpasu. Felly, nid yw'r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor
allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr sy’n deillio o ostwng dal a storio carbon.
Yn unol & hynny, dylai’r DA gynnwys asesiad o’r mater hwn, neu
wybodaeth yn dangos cytundeb &’r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac
absenoldeb effaith amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

425

Tabl 6-3

Datgomisiynu — Allyriadau nwyon
ty gwydr yn deillio o’r cyfnod
datgomisiynu, gan gynnwys cludo
a gwaredu deunyddiau

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
ar y sail y byddai’r biblinell CO, a’r BVS yn cael eu gadael yny fan a'r
lle, a byddai’r AGI yn cael eu datgysylltu. Fel y nodwyd yn rhan
gyntaf yr adroddiad hwn, dylid ystyried effeithiau datgomisiynu yn y
DA. Yn unol & hynny, dylai'r DA gynnwys asesiad o’r mater hwn, neu
wybodaeth yn dangos cytundeb &’r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac
absenoldeb effaith amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

Cydnerthedd yr Hinsawdd

426

Tabl 6-18

Adeiladu — Bregusrwydd y safle
adeiladu a gweithwyr i newid yn yr
hinsawdd

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
ar y sail y byddai mesurau cydnerthedd yr hinsawdd i'w cynnwys yn y
CEMP yn arwain at fregusrwydd isel y safle adeiladu a gweithwyr i
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newid yn yr hinsawdd. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno a gall y mater
hwn gael ei hepgor o’r DA ar y sail bod y cyfnod adeiladu yn parhau’n
18 mis, ac y caiff mesurau cydnerthedd yr hinsawdd eu disgrifio yn y
DA.

427 | Tabl 6-18 Gweithredu — Bregusrwydd y Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
biblinell CO: i newid o ran glawiad, | ar y sail bod y biblinell CO, yn dangos bregusrwydd isel i newid o ran
tymheredd, sychder, gwynt, glawiad, tymheredd, sychder, gwynt, lleithder, ymchwydd storm a
lleithder, ymchwydd storm a stormydd llanw oherwydd newid yn yr hinsawdd. Mae’r Arolygiaeth
stormydd llanw. yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y materion hyn o’r DA.

428 | Tabl 6-18 Gweithredu — Bregusrwydd AGI a Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad

BVS i newidiadau o ran lleithder,
sychder, ymchwydd storm a
stormydd llanw.

ar y sail bod AGI yn dangos bregusrwydd isel i newid o ran lleithder,
sychder, ymchwydd storm a stormydd llanw oherwydd newid yn yr
hinsawdd. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi y caiff y perygl o lifogydd ei
asesu mewn rhan arall o’r DA, ac felly mae’n cytuno y gellir hepgor y
materion hyn o asesiad pellach yn y rhan hon o’r DA.

Pwyntiau eraill

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Rhif | Cyf

Nwyon Ty Gwydr

429

Paragraff
6.5.1

Allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr yn
deillio o BVS

Dywed paragraff 6.5.1 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu fod y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig, gan gynnwys y BVS sydd wedri’i lleoli ar hyd piblinell CO»
bresennol AGI Y Fflint i'r Parlwr Du, wedi’'u nodi’n ffynonellau posibl o
allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr. Fodd bynnag, nid yw’r Adroddiad
Cwmpasu yn datgan a gaiff yr allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr sy’n deillio
o’r BVS sydd wedi’i lleoli ar hyd piblinell CO, Safle Alcohols i AGI Y
Fflint eu hystyried yn yr asesiad. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd ddarparu asesiad
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o'r allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr sy’n deillio o bob BVS yn ystod y cyfnod
gweithredu, gan gynnwys y rhai sy’n deillio o’r gweithrediadau
awyrellu y cyfeirir atynt ym mhennod Ansawdd Aer y DA.

4210| Tabl 6-2 Allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr yn Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi y dywed paragraff 9.3.12 yr Adroddiad
deillio o aflonyddu ar safleoedd Cwmpasu fod safleoedd tirlenwi hanesyddol yn bresennol yn ardal yr
tirlenwi hanesyddol astudiaeth ar gyfer yr agwedd tir a phridd. Os na all y biblinell osgoi’'r

holl safleoedd hyn, dylid cynnwys yr allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr o’r
safleoedd hyn yn ystod y cyfnod adeiladu yn yr asesiad.

4211 | Paragraff Cyllideb carbon Dywed paragraff 6.7.4 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yr ystyrir bod y
6.7.4 gofynion a bennwyd yn y Chweched Gyllideb Carbon a gyhoeddwyd
gan y Pwyllgor Newid yn yr Hinsawdd yn gyngor / arweiniad. Mae’r
Arolygiaeth yn nodi bod y rhain yn ofynion statudol erbyn hyn dan
Orchymyn Cyllideb Carbon 2021.

4212 | Paragraff Ffynonellau allyriadau bach Dywed paragraff 6.8.1 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu fod ffynonellau bach o
6.8.1 allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr wedi’u heithrio rhag eu hasesu ymhellach.
Dylai’r Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff y rhain eu disgrifio’n glir yn y DA,
gan gynnwys cyfiawnhad addas o pam y mae’r ffynonellau posibl hyn
o allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr wedi’u heithrio o’r asesiad.

4.213 | Paragraff Allyriadau a osgowyd Dywed paragraff 6.8.1 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y caiff allyriadau
6.8.1 nwyau ty gwydr a osgowyd eu cyfrifo o’r Cynllun Ehangach ar y sail
na all y Datblygiad Arfaethedig weithredu ar ei ben ei hun. Dylai’'r
Ymgeisydd ddisgrifio’n glir pa elfennau o’r Cynllun Ehangach a
gynhwyswyd yn y cyfrifiad o allyriadau nwyon ty gwydr a osgowyd, a
chynnig cyfiawnhad addas ynghylch pam yr ystyrir bod y rhain yn
rhan annatod o weithrediad effeithiol y Datblygiad Arfaethedig.
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(Adran 7 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Rhif | Cyf Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

431 | Tabl 7-1 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
treftadaeth ddiwylliannol yn deillio | ar y sail nad yw’r Gwaith i’r Biblinell Bresennol wedi'i gynnwys yn y

o Waith i’'r Biblinell Bresennol (ac DCO ar gyfer y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno
eithrio’r BVS). y gall y mater hwn gael ei hepgor o’r DA ar y sail y bydd effeithiau
sylweddol tebygol y Gwaith i’r Biblinell Bresennol yn cael eu hystyried
mewn AEAau sy’n ategu ceisiadau TCPA ar wahan. Fodd bynnag,
dylai'r Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff effeithiau posibl Gwaith i’r Biblinell
Bresennol eu hystyried yn yr asesiad o effeithiau cronnus, lle mae
effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd

432 | Tabl 7-1 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
ffisegol uniongyrchol ac effeithiau ar y sail nad oes unrhyw Safleoedd Treftadaeth y Byd, Parciau a

ar leoliad Safleoedd Treftadaeth y Gerddi Cofrestredig na Meysydd Brwydr Cofrestredig wedi’u lleoli o
Byd, Parciau a Gerddi Cofrestredig | fewn ffin y Datblygiad Arfaethedig neu 2 gilomedr ohoni. Mae’r

a Meysydd Brwydr Cofrestredig. Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA. Fodd
bynnag, dylai’r Ymgeisydd sicrhau bod pellteroedd ardal yr astudiaeth
a grybwyllir yn y DA yn gyson &’r rhai a ddefnyddir yn yr asesiad
gwaelodlin (e.e. ardal astudio o 1 cilomedr).

433 | Tabl 7-1 Gweithredu — Effeithiau ffisegol Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
uniongyrchol ac effeithiau ar ar y sail y byddai’'r holl effeithiau ffisegol uniongyrchol yn cael eu
lleoliad Adeilad Rhestredig Gradd Il | hachosi wrth adeiladu, ac na fyddai unrhyw newid i’r lleoliad yn ystod
Ferry Bank Farm (Rhif y Cofnod y cyfnod gweithredu gan fod y biblinell CO, wedi’i lleoli o dan y
85249). ddaear. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r

25



Rhif

Cyf

Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn
cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid HyNet North West

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

DA ar y sail nad yw’r AGI, BVS a’r system CP wedi'u lleoli o fewn 1
cilomedr o Adeilad Rhestredig Gradd Il Ferry Bank Farm.

434

Tabl 7-1

Gweithredu — Effeithiau ffisegol
uniongyrchol ac effeithiau ar leoliad
Ardal Cadwraeth Camlas Caer.

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
ar y sail y byddai effeithiol ffisegol uniongyrchol ond yn cael eu
hachosi yn ystod y cyfnod adeiladu, ac na fyddai unrhyw newid i'r
lleoliad yn ystod y cyfnod gweithredu gan fod y biblinell CO> wedi’i
lleoli o dan y ddaear. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y
mater hwn o’r DA ar y sail nad yw'r AGI, BVS a’r system CP wedi’'u
lleoli o fewn 1 cilomedr o Ardal Cadwraeth Camlas Caer.

435

Tabl 7-1

Gweithredu — Effeithiau ar leoliad
asedau treftadaeth dynodedig o
fewn 500m o’r biblinell CO;

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
ar y sail y byddai’r biblinell CO, wedi’i lleoli o dan y ddaear ac na
fyddai unrhyw newid i’r lleoliad yn ystod cyfnod gweithredu’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Fodd bynnag, nid yw'n glir o’'r Adroddiad
Cwmpasu faint o lystyfiant cysgodi fyddai’'n cael ei golli heb ei
amnewid, ac i ba raddau y byddai’r effeithiau’n para hyd at y cyfnod
gweithredu. Nid yw’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater
hwn o’r asesiad. Yn unol & hynny, dylai'r DA gynnwys asesiad o’r
mater hwn, neu wybodaeth yn dangos cytundeb &'r rhanddeiliaid
perthnasol ac absenoldeb effaith amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

436

Tabl 7-1

Gweithredu — Effeithiau ffisegol
uniongyrchol ar asedau treftadaeth
o dan y ddaear heb eu dynodi a
dyddodion paleoamgylcheddol o
fewn ffin y Datblygiad Arfaethedig
(ac eithrio’r BVS).

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
ar y sail y byddai effeithiau ffisegol uniongyrchol yn cael eu hachosi
wrth adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn unig. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn
cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA.
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437 | Tabl 7-1 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
ffisegol uniongyrchol ar asedau ar y sail y byddai asedau treftadaeth o dan y ddaear a dyddodion
treftadaeth o dan y ddaear heb eu | paleoamgylcheddol wedi’u tynnu wrth osod y biblinell bresennol
dynodi a dyddodion rhwng AGI Y Fflint a’r Parlwr Du. Fodd bynnag, nid yw’'n glir a yw
paleoamgylcheddol ger y BVS. hawddfraint y biblinell bresennol rhwng AGI Y Fflint a’r Parlwr Du yn

cwmpasu hyd cyfan y BVS arfaethedig. Hefyd, mae’r Datblygiad
Arfaethedig yn cynnwys BVS wedi’i lleoli ar hyd piblinell CO, AGI
Safle Alcohols i AGI Y Fflint y tu hwnt i'r biblinell bresennol rhwng AGI
Y Fflint a’r Parlwr Du.

Felly, nid yw'r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor effeithiau ffisegol
uniongyrchol ar asedau treftadaeth o dan y ddaear heb eu dynodi a
dyddodion paleoamgylcheddol ger y BVS wrth adeiladu’r Datblygiad
Arfaethedig o’r DA. Yn unol & hynny, dylai’r DA gynnwys asesiad o’r
mater hwn, neu wybodaeth yn dangos cytundeb &'r rhanddeiliaid
perthnasol ac absenoldeb effaith amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

O ran gweithredu, mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y
mater hwn o’r DA ar y sail y byddai effeithiau ffisegol uniongyrchol ar
asedau treftadaeth o dan y ddaear heb eu dynodi a dyddodion
paleoamgylcheddol yn cael eu hachosi wrth adeiladu’r Datblygiad
Arfaethedig yn unig.

Rhif | Cyf Pwyntiau eraill Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

438 | Paragraffau | Ardaloedd Astudio Dylai’r DA ddisgrifio’n glir sut y diffiniwyd ardaloedd astudio yn 6l
7.2.1a sensitifrwydd yr amgylchedd derbyn a’r effeithiau posibl wrth adeiladu
7.2.2 a gweithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dylai’r ardal astudio ar gyfer

asesu effeithiau ar leoliadau gael ei llywio gan ddefnyddio ZTV cytdn.
Dylai’r Ymgeisydd geisio dod i gytundeb &’r cyrff ymgynghori
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perthnasol ynghylch yr ardaloedd astudio a ddefnyddir i lywio’r
asesiad, a chynnig tystiolaeth o hyn yn y DA. Tynnir sylw’r
Ymgeisydd ar ymateb Cyngor Sir y Fflint (FCC) i'r ymgynghoriad yn
hyn o beth.

439

Paragraff
7.2.4

Compowndiau adeiladu dros dro

Dywed paragraff 7.2.4 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu na chymhwyswyd yr
ardal astudio 1 cilomedr a ddefnyddir i asesu effeithiau posibl y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig ar leoliad asedau treftadaeth uwchlaw’r
ddaear i gompowndiau adeiladu oherwydd eu natur dros dro. Fodd
bynnag, nid yw’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn nodi a fabwysiadwyd pellter
ardal astudio arall ar gyfer compowndiau adeiladu dros dro. Dylai’r
Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff yr holl ardaloedd astudio a ddefnyddiwyd
yn yr asesiad eu disgrifio’n glir a’u cyfiawnhau’n briodol yn y DA.

43.10

Paragraff
7.3.5

Asesiad gwaelodlin

Dylai’r Ymgeisydd geisio dod i gytundeb &'r cyrff ymgynghori
perthnasol o ran y ffynonellau data a’r asedau treftadaeth i'w
cynnwys yn yr asesiad, a chynnig tystiolaeth o hyn yn y DA. Hefyd,
dylai’r Ymgeisydd gysylltu & staff Diogelu Treftadaeth CWCC,
Gwasanaeth Ymgynghorol Cynllunio Archaeoleg Swydd Gaer ac
Ymddiriedolaeth Archaeolegol Clwyd-Powys i gael cyngor ar faterion
hanesyddol ac amgylcheddol lleol. Tynnir sylw’r Ymgeisydd at
ymatebion Cadw, Historic England a FCC i'r ymgynghoriad yn hyn o
beth.

4311

Paragraff
7.5.1

Effeithiau sy’n deillio o ddraenio ar
asedau treftadaeth o dan y ddaear

Dylai’r DA ystyried yr effeithiau posibl ar asedau treftadaeth o dan y
ddaear o ganlyniad i newid patrymau draenio a difrod dilynol (e.e.
dadelfennu, dinistrio) i olion a dyddodion archaeolegol.

4312

Paragraff
7.5.4

BVS wedi’u lleoli ar hyd Piblinell
CO2 AGI Safle Alcohols i AGI Y
Fflint

Ymddengys bod yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn canolbwyntio ar effeithiau
posibl y BVS sydd wedi’u lleoli ar hyd y biblinell bresennol rhwng AGI
Y Fflint a’r Parlwr Du ar dreftadaeth ddiwylliannol. Fodd bynnag,

dylai'r Ymgeisydd sicrhau bod y DA hefyd yn ystyried effeithiau posibl

28



Pwyntiau eraill

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid HyNet North West

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Rhif | Cyf

pob BVS, gan gynnwys y rhai ar hyd Piblinell CO> AGI Safle Alcohols i

AGI Y Fflint.

4313

Paragraff
7.7.1

Cyfarwyddyd technegol

Mae’r Arolygiaeth o’r farn y dylai’r asesiad o dreftadaeth ddiwylliannol
ystyried y cyfarwyddyd technegol sydd wedi’i amlinellu yn Nodyn
Cyngor Technegol (TAN) 24: Yr Amgylchedd Hanesyddol (Cymru)
hefyd, lle bo hynny’n berthnasol, yn y DA. Tynnir sylw’'r Ymgeisydd
ar ymateb FCC i'r ymgynghoriad, yn hyn o beth (gweler Atodiad 2 yr
adroddiad hwn).

4314

Paragraff
7.7.2

Methodoleg — Asesiad gwaelodlin

Dywed paragraff 7.7.2 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y caiff yr asesiad
gwaelodlin ei lywio gan ddefnyddio Asesiad Pen Desg o’r Amgylchedd
Hanesyddol, arolwg o’r safle ar droed ac arolwg geoffisegol. Dylai’r
arolwg geoffisegol gael ei lywio gan arolwg geomorffolegol o’r ardal
astudio ar ffurf asesiad geoarchaeolegol pen desg a model dyddodion.
Dylai’r DA gynnwys asesiad o werth treftadaeth gwrychoedd. Dylai’'r
Ymgeisydd geisio dod i gytundeb &’r cyrff ymgynghori perthnasol
ynghylch dull yr asesiad gwaelodlin a chynnwys tystiolaeth o hyn yn y
DA. Tynnir sylw’r Ymgeisydd at ymatebion Historic England (HE) a
FCC i'r ymgynghoriad, yn hyn o beth (gweler Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad
hwn).

4315

Paragraff
7.9

Methodoleg — Effeithiau ar leoliad
asedau treftadaeth

Dywed paragraff 7.7.2 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yr ymgymerir &’'r
asesiad ansoddol o effeithiau posibl y Datblygiad Arfaethedig ar
leoliad asedau treftadaeth uwchlaw’r ddaear yn unol & The Setting of
Heritage Assets, Historic England (HE) (2017) a Lleoliad Asedau
Hanesyddol yng Nghymru, Cadw (2017). Gallai cymhwyso
methodolegau asesu gwahanol (yn dibynnu ar leoliad yr ased
treftadaeth dan sylw) arwain at asesu effeithiau tebyg yn wahanol yn
y DA. Felly, fel y cynghorwyd gan Cadw (gweler Atodiad 2 yr
adroddiad hwn), ystyrir y dylai’r Ymgeisydd gynnal yr asesiad o’r
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mater hwn yn unol &'r fethodoleg sydd wedi’'i hamlinellu yn ‘The
Setting of Heritage Assets’, HE (2017)
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Rhif

(Adran 8 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Cyf

Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid HyNet North West

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi na fyddai’r dDCO yn ceisio caniatad ar gyfer

safleoedd dynodedig rhyngwladol a
chenedlaethol, cynefinoedd o
bwysigrwydd o ran cadwraeth,
cyrsiau dwr a chyrff dwr,
amffibiaid, ymlusgiaid,
infertebratau daearol,
macroinfertebratau dyfrol,
microffytau, pathew’r cyll a
mamaliaid eraill nad ydynt yn
destun gwarchodaeth gyfreithiol.

441 | Tabl 8-4 Effeithiau ecolegol yn deillio o’r
gwaith i’r biblinell bresennol (ac unrhyw waith ar y biblinell bresennol, heblaw’r BVS. Felly, mae’r
eithrio BVS) Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y materion hyn o’r DA. Fodd
bynnag, dylai’r Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff effeithiau posibl y Gwaith ar
y Biblinell Bresennol eu hystyried yn yr asesiad o’r effeithiau cronnus,
lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.
442 | Tabl 8-4 Gweithredu — Effeithiau ar Mae lefel y wybodaeth yn yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu am weithgareddau

wrth weithredu/cynnal a chadw’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn
gyfyngedig. Ni ddisgrifiwyd y mesurau lliniaru sy’n debygol o gael eu
dibynnu arnynt er mwyn osgoi effeithiau sylweddol. Heb y
wybodaeth hon, nid yw’r Arolygiaeth mewn sefyllfa i gytuno i hepgor
y materion hyn o’r asesiad. Yn unol & hynny, dylai'r DA gynnwys
asesiad o’r materion hyn, neu'r wybodaeth y cyfeirir ati, i ddangos
cytundeb &’r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac absenoldeb unrhyw effaith
amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

Pwyntiau eraill

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Rhif | Cyf

443 | Paragraff

8.2

Ardal astudio

Mae’r adran hon yn cyflwyno ystod o ardaloedd astudio ar gyfer y
ddesg ac ardal yr arolwg. Fodd bynnag, nid yw’n glir beth yw'r
cyfiawnhad ar gyfer yr ardaloedd a restrir. Rhaid i'r DA gynnig
esboniad ynghylch pam y mae maint yr ardaloedd astudio amrywiol
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Rhif | Cyf

yn ddigonol i gipio parth dylanwad y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Lle y

dibynnwyd ar farn broffesiynol, dylid cynnig esboniad o’r ymresymiad
y tu 6l i'r farn honno.

444

Paragraff
8.2.3

Rhestr o safleoedd a’r cynefinoedd
a gwmpesir gan yr astudiaeth pen
desg

Nid yw rhestr y nodweddion a gwmpesir gan yr astudiaeth pen desg
yn cynnwys Safleoedd Bywyd Gwyllt Lleol anstatudol, er bod y rhain
yn debygol o fod yn bresennol yn yr ardal astudio ar gyfer y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig — mae’r ymateb gan yr Ymddiriedolaeth
Camlesi ac Afonydd (gweler Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn) yn dynodi
bod coridor y gamlas yn Safle Bywyd Gwyllt Sirol. Dylai’r DA
gynnwys y safleoedd anstatudol hyn fel derbynyddion yn yr asesiad
o’r effeithiau ecolegol.

445

Tabl 8-1

Arolygon adar

Dywed Tabl 8-1 y byddai arolygon yn cael eu cynnal mewn
trawsluniau wedi’u dewis yn benodol, ond nid yw’'n esbonio sut
byddai’r trawsluniau hyn yn cael eu dewis. Mae’r cyngor gan Cyfoeth
Naturiol Cymru (CNC), Natural England (NE), CWCC a FCC yn nodi
effeithiau posibl ar dir wedi’i gysylltu’n swyddogaethol sy’n cael ei
ddefnyddio gan adar sy’n gysylltiedig ag Ardal Gwarchodaeth
Arbennig (AGA)/safle Ramsar/Safle o Ddiddordeb Gwyddonol
Arbennig (SoDdGA) Aber Dyfrdwy ac AGA/safle Ramsar/SoDdGA Aber
Merswy. Dylai’r data gwaelodlin yn y DA gynnwys arolygon adar o’r
tir dan sylw; caiff yr Ymgeisydd ei gynghori i geisio cytundeb gan y
rhanddeiliaid perthnasol o ran maint, lleoliad a methodoleg unrhyw
arolygon adar.

446

Tabl 8-1

Canllawiau arfer gorau

Yn ddiweddar, mae’r Sefydliad Siartredig Ecoleg a Rheolaeth
Amgylcheddol (CIEEM) wedi cyhoeddi rhestr gyfredol o ganllawiau
arfer da. Caiff yr Ymgeisydd ei annog i seilio ei fethodolegau ar y
dogfennau sydd wedi’u cynnwys ar y rhestr hon.
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44.7 | Paragraff Enillion net o ran bioamrywiaeth Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi’r bwriad i gyflawni enillion net o ran
8.4.3 bioamrywiaeth fel rhan o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dylai’'r asesiad o'r
enillion net a grybwyllir yn y DA fod yn seiliedig ar fetrig priodol sy’'n
caniatau dealltwriaeth glir o sut y cyfrifwyd enillion a cholledion.
448 | Adran 8.5 Effeithiau sylweddol tebygol Cydnabyddir nad yw Tabl 8-4 yn rhestr hollgynhwysol o effeithiau

sylweddol tebygol y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Fodd bynnag, mae nifer
o effeithiau a allai fod yn sylweddol nad yw’'n ymddangos yr aethpwyd
i'r afael & nhw. Rhaid i'r DA naill ai mynd i'r afael & nhw neu ddangos
y daethpwyd i gytundeb &'r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol i beidio &'u
cynnwys:

e Mae Adran 16 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cyfeirio at effeithiau
posibl ar ddwr daear o ganlyniad i ddad-ddyfrio yn ystod y
cyfnod adeiladu, ond nid yw hyn yn cael ei nodi’n effaith bosibl
ar dderbynyddion ecolegol.

o Effeithiau sy’n gysylltiedig & chyflwyniad neu ledaeniad posibl
rhywogaethau goresgynnol anfrodorol.

o Effeithiau ar dir sydd wedi’i gysylltu’'n swyddogaethol sy’n
gysylltiedig a safleoedd ACA/AGA/Ramsar.

o Dirgryniad sy’'n cael ei achosi gan dyllu llwybrau’r ceblau o dan
afon Dyfrdwy, a allai effeithio ar rywogaethau pysgod mudol
sy’n nodweddion o ACA Dyfrdwy.

e Dwr ffo posibl o wastraff o gloddio’r ffosydd, a allai effeithio ar
ACA/safle Ramsar/AGA/SoDdGA Aber Dyfrdwy.

Caiff yr Ymgeisydd ei gynghori i geisio dod i gytundeb & CNC, NE,
CWCC a FCC o ran y derbynyddion priodol a’r effeithiau i'w cynnwys
yn yr asesiad o effeithiau’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig.
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449

Paragraff

8.8.2

Pwyntiau eraill

Effaith cyfyngiadau mynediad ar yr
asesiad gwaelodlin

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu, lle mae cyfyngiadau mynediad yn atal
asesiad gwaelodlin ecolegol llawn, ‘...a precautionary principle will be
applied to the assessment of any ecological features. The
precautionary principle will assume a ‘reasonable worst-case scenario’
informed by professional experience and knowledge, desk-based
information and field-based evidence (where available) for any
feature/receptor unable to be accessed or fully surveyed. Utilising the
aforementioned approach will ensure that appropriate
recommendations and/or mitigation are provided even though these
may not later be required. Any recommendations/mitigation can
thereafter be amended accordingly once access/survey has been
possible.” Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn poeni bod y dull arfaethedig i'w weld
yn peri risg na fyddai’r DA yn darparu gwaelodlin gadarn nac asesiad
gwybodus o’r effeithiau a’r gofynion lliniaru tebygol. Mae dulliau ar
gael i'r Ymgeisydd gael mynediad at dir os caiff ei wrthod. Rhaid i'r
waelodlin yn y DA fod yn seiliedig ar arolwg gwaelodlin cyfredol, oni
bai y cytunwyd fel arall &'r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol.
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4.5 Tir a Phridd

(Adran 9 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Rhif | Cyf Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

451 | Tabl 9-1 Gweithredu — Pridd halogedig yn Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor effeithiau yn ystod y
arwain at effeithiau ar iechyd dynol | cyfnod gweithredu, ar y sail yr eir i'r afael ag unrhyw effeithiau posibl
drwy Strategaeth Adfer a roddir ar waith yn ystod y cyfnod adeiladu.
Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi yr eir i’'r afael & materion yn ymwneud a
halogiad yn ystod y cyfnod adeiladu, ac felly mae’n cytuno y gellir
hepgor y mater hwn rhag cael ei asesu ymhellach yn y DA.

452 | Tabl 9-1 Gweithredu — Halogiad yn cyrraedd | Dywed Tabl 9-1 ei bod yn bosibl y bydd halogyddion yn symud yn
derbynyddion dwr rheoledig ystod y cyfnod adeiladu, ond dywed nad oes unrhyw lwybr effeithiau
a allai arwain at effeithiau yn ystod y cyfnod gweithredu. Fodd
bynnag, nid yw’n glir o'r wybodaeth a gyflwynir yn yr Adroddiad
Cwmpasu pa dystiolaeth sy’n ategu’r casgliad hwn. Felly, nid yw’r
Arolygiaeth mewn sefyllfa i gytuno i hepgor y materion hyn o’r
asesiad. Yn unol & hynny, dylai’r DA gynnwys asesiad o’r mater hwn,
neu wybodaeth yn dangos cytundeb &’r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac
absenoldeb effaith amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

453 | Tabl 9-1 Adeiladu — Effeithiau ar bibellau a Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor effeithiau gan na fyddai
cheblau o halogyddion tir ymosodol | digon o amser yn ystod y cyfnod adeiladu i halogyddion effeithio ar
bibellau a cheblau. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi y byddai’'r effeithiau yn
ystod y cyfnod gweithredu yn destun asesiad pellach, felly mae’n
fodlon y gellir hepgor effeithiau adeiladu rhag eu hystyried ymhellach.
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454

Paragraff
9.2.1

Ardal astudio ar gyfer effeithiau ar
dir a phriddoedd

Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y bydd yr ardal astudio yn cwmpasu’r
ffin wedi’i llinellu’'n goch a ddangosir yn Ffigurau 3-1 i 3-7 ar gyfer y
biblinell newydd, ynghyd & llain glustogi o 50m. Nid yw’r Adroddiad
Cwmpasu yn cynnig unrhyw gyfiawnhad o pam yr ystyrir bod y maint
hwn yn ddigonol i gipio effeithiau’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dywed
adran 9.7 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y bydd y fethodoleg asesu yn dilyn
yr arweiniad yn LA 109 Daeareg a Phriddoedd. Nid yw’'n ymddangos
bod defnyddio llain glustogi safonol yn adlewyrchu’r dull a ddisgrifir
ym mharagraff 3.5 LA 109. Rhaid i’r DA esbonio’n glir sut mae maint
yr ardal astudio yn cipio effeithiau’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig.

455

Paragraffau
9.3.7 a
9.4.1

Hen weithfeydd glo posibl

Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu fod rhan o’r biblinell yng Nghymru
wedi’i lleoli o fewn Ardal Adrodd ar Byllau Glo, ac y caiff materion
sadrwydd yn ymwneud & chodi glo eu hasesu’n unol & chanllawiau
arfer gorau. Tynnir sylw’r Ymgeisydd at y sylwadau gan yr Awdurdod
Glo yn Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn. Dylai'r DA gynnwys asesiad o
unrhyw risgiau sy’n gysylltiedig a strwythurau/tyllau codi glo y
byddai’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn effeithio arnynt.

456

Paragraff
9.4.1

Strategaeth adfer

Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y bydd strategaeth adfer addas yn
cael ei chytuno &’r awdurdodau lleol perthnasol. Os dibynnir ar y
strategaeth hon i osgoi effeithiau amgylcheddol sylweddol, rhaid i’r
DA gynnwys amlinelliad o’r strategaeth arfaethedig o leiaf i ddangos y
byddai cyflawni’r camau adferol yn ddichonadwy.

457

Adran 9.7

Casglu data gwaelodlin

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn rhoi amlinelliad byr o’r dulliau a
fyddai’'n cael eu defnyddio i gasglu data gwaelodlin. Mae arolwg
targedig Dosbarthiad Tir Amaethyddol yn cael ei gynnig, ynghyd ag
archwiliad ymwthiol o’r ddaear.

Rhaid i'r DA esbonio’r sail resymegol y tu 6l i dargedu arolygon; lle
nad yw arolygon yn cwmpasu’r ardal gyfan y mae’r Datblygiad
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Arfaethedig yn effeithio arni, dylai’r DA esbonio pam y mae’r

wybodaeth waelodlin yn ddigonol i gipio’r sefyllifa bresennol.

458

Tabl 9-1

Ardaloedd Diogelu Mwynau

Mae Tabl 9-1 yn amlygu’r effeithiau posibl ar safleoedd echdynnu
tywod a graean yng Nghynllun Lleol CWCC. Mae FCC wedi cynghori y
gellir effeithio ar safleoedd yn Sir y Fflint hefyd (gweler Atodiad 2 yr
adroddiad hwn), yn enwedig yn agos at AGI Y Fflint. Dylai’'r DA
amlygu ac asesu’r effeithiau ar bob Ardal Diogelu Mwynau y mae’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn effeithio arnynt.

459

Gwaredu deunyddiau a gloddiwyd

Nid yw’'r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn esbonio sut byddai deunydd sy’n
cael ei gloddio wrth adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn cael ei drin,
neu a fyddai angen ei waredu i ffwrdd o’r safle. Rhaid mynd i’r afael
a’r mater hwn yn y DA ac asesu unrhyw effeithiau amgylcheddol
sylweddol.

37



4.6 Tirwedd a Gweledol

(Adran 10 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Rhif | Cyf Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid HyNet North West

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

461 | Tabl 10-2 Effeithiau tirwedd a gweledol yn
deillio o waith i'r biblinell
bresennol, ac eithrio’r BVS

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi na fyddai’r DCO drafft yn ceisio caniatad ar
gyfer unrhyw waith ar y biblinell bresennol, heblaw mewn perthynas
a’r BVS. Felly, mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater
hwn o’r DA. Fodd bynnag, dylai’r Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff effeithiau
posibl y Gwaith i'r Biblinell Bresennol eu hystyried yn yr asesiad o'r
effeithiau cronnus lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o
ddigwydd.

46.2 | Tabl 10-2 Ardal o Harddwch Naturiol
Eithriadol (AHNE) Bryniau Clwyd a
Dyffryn Dyfrdwy

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor asesiad o’r effeithiau ar
yr AHNE, gan ei bod y tu hwnt i'r ardal astudio; hefyd, mae’r rhanfap
o offeryn Viewshed Google (Ffigur 10-2 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu) yn
dangos nad oes unrhyw ryngwelededd rhwng yr AHNE ac AGI Y Fflint
(ar sail uchder mwyaf o 9m ar gyfer yr AGI). Byddai’r BVS wedi’i
lleoli 3 cilometr oddi wrth ffin agosaf yr AHNE a byddai ganddi uchder
mwyaf o 3m. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn fodlon bod y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig yn ddigon pell o'r AHNE i osgoi effeithiau sylweddol.

Fodd bynnag, os bydd uchder neu leoliadau’r AGI neu’r BVS yn newid
wrth i ddyluniad y prosiect esblygu, dylai’r DA naill ai gynnwys
asesiad o’r effeithiau ar yr AHNE neu gyfiawnhad o ran pam na fyddai
effeithiau sylweddol ar yr AHNE.

463 | Tabl 10-2 Derbynyddion y tu hwnt i 2
gilomedr

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor asesiad o’r effeithiau ar
dderbynyddion y tu hwnt i 2 gilomedr o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig, ar
sail canlyniadau’r adolygiad pen desg cychwynnol a’'r ymweliad &’r
safle. Mae'r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r
asesiad. Fodd bynnag, os bydd uchder neu leoliadau’r AGI neu’r BVS

38




Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid HyNet North West

Rhif | Cyf Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
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yn newid wrth i ddyluniad y prosiect esblygu, dylai’r DA naill ai
gynnwys asesiad o’r effeithiau ar dderbynyddion y tu hwnt i 2
gilomedr i ffwrdd neu gyfiawnhad o ran pam na fyddai effeithiau
sylweddol ar y derbynyddion hyn.

464 | Tabl 10-2 Derbynyddion y tu hwnt i 500m o’r | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor asesiad o’r effeithiau ar
BVS ar gyfer piblinell bresennol Y dderbynyddion y tu hwnt i 500m o’r BVS ar sail yr adolygiad pen desg
Fflint i'r Parlwr Du cychwynnol ac oherwydd uchder cyfyngedig y strwythurau hyn.

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad.
Fodd bynnag, os bydd uchder neu leoliadau’r BVS yn newid wrth i
ddyluniad y prosiect esblygu, dylai'r DA naill ai gynnwys asesiad o'r
effeithiau ar dderbynyddion y tu hwnt i 500m o’r BVS, neu
gyfiawnhad o ran pam na fydd effeithiau sylweddol ar y derbynyddion
hyn.

Rhif | Cyf Pwyntiau eraill Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

465 | Paragraff Derbynyddion amwynder gweledol | Nid yw’r glir o'r Adroddiad Cwmpasu a nodwyd defnyddwyr y gamlas
10.3.9 yn dderbynyddion, yn ogystal & phreswylwyr a defnyddwyr y llwybr
troed. Dylai’r DA naill ai gynnwys effeithiau ar ddefnyddwyr y gamlas
neu gyfiawnhau pam na fyddant yn profi effeithiau sylweddol.

466 | Tabl 10-1 Lleoliadau golygfannau Caiff yr Ymgeisydd ei gynghori i gadarnhau rhestr lleoliadau’r
golygfannau ar y cyd & rhanddeiliaid perthnasol, gan gynnwys yr
awdurdodau lleol a CNC.

46.7 | Paragraffau | Asesiad o’r effeithiau o oleuadau Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y byddai’r angen i asesu effeithiau
10.7.6 a goleuadau ar amwynder gweledol yn ystod y cyfnod adeiladu yn cael
10.8.1 ei ystyried pan ‘...fydd rhagor o fanylion ar gael yn ddiweddarach’.

39



Rhif | Cyf

Pwyntiau eraill

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid HyNet North West

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Dylai’r DA gynnwys asesiad o effeithiau goleuadau ar amwynder
gweledol a chymeriad tirwedd yn ystod y cyfhodau adeiladu a
gweithredu, neu gyfiawnhau pam na fyddai effeithiau sylweddol yn
codi.
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(Adran 11 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Rhif | Cyf Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

471 | Tabl 11- o Daeargrynfeydd Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn fodlon, ar sail yr ymresymiad a’r dystiolaeth yn
3/Atodiad B yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu, y gellir hepgor risgiau i'r Datblygiad

* Gweithgarwch folcanig Arfaethedig neu ohono o’r materion hyn.

e Tirlithriadau

e Llync-dyllau

e Tswnamiau

e Eirlithriadau

e Stormydd mellt a tharanau
¢ Tonnau ymchwydd

e Sychderau

e Ffagliadau solar

¢ Gronynnau egniol solar
e Alldaflu mas coronaidd
e Niwl

e Tanau gwyllt

¢ Epidemig

o Clefydau anifeiliaid

e Gwrthdystiadau cyhoeddus
sy’n arwain at drais
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Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

e Difrod eang i gymdeithasau
ac economiau

e Yr angen am gymorth
dyngarol ar raddfa fawr

e Rhwystro’r cymorth hwn o
ganlyniad i gyfyngiadau
gwleidyddol neu filwrol

e Peryglon o ran diogelwch o
weithwyr cymorth

e Newyn
e Dadleoli poblogaethau
e Torri argaeau

¢ Methiannau i’r systemau
cyflenwi dwr neu
garthffosiaeth

¢ Ymosodiadau gan
derfysgwyr

e Methiant pontydd

¢ Mastiau a thyrau’'n cwympo

o Damweiniau dymchwel eiddo
neu bontydd

¢ Methiant/tan mewn twneli

42



Rhif

472

Cyf

Tabl 11-
3/Atodiad B

Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
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e Seiclonau, corwyntoedd,
teiffwnau, stormydd a
thymhestloedd

e Tymereddau eithafol

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid HyNet North West

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor effeithiau’r digwyddiadau
hyn ar y sail nad yw seiclonau, corwyntoedd a theiffwnau’n digwydd
yny DU. Mae difrod o stormydd a thymhestloedd i’r AGI a’r BVS yn
bosibl, ond mae dyluniad y strwythurau hyn yn ystyried hinsawdd y
DU. Crybwyllir nad yw’r risg yn sylweddol wahanol i seilwaith arall yn
yr ardal. Gwneir datganiad tebyg am fregusrwydd y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig i dymereddau eithafol.

Fodd bynnag, nid yw'r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig tystiolaeth i
ategu’r datganiadau yn ymwneud & dyluniad y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig. Nid yw'r glir i’'r Arolygiaeth pa mor berthnasol ydyw y
byddai lefel y risg yr un fath ag ar gyfer seilwaith arall yn yr ardal —
lefel y risg i'r Datblygiad Arfaethedig neu ohono y dylid mynd i’'r afael
a hi yny DA. Felly, nid yw'r Arolygiaeth mewn sefyllfa i gytuno i
hepgor y materion hyn o’r asesiad. Yn unol & hynny, dylai’'r DA
gynnwys asesiad o’r materion hyn, neu wybodaeth yn dangos
cytundeb &'r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac absenoldeb effaith
amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

473

Tabl 11-
3/Atodiad B

Ansawdd aer gwael

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y materion hyn ar y sail
y byddai effeithiau’r gwaith adeiladu yn rhai dros dro ac yn destun
mesurau lliniaru. Ni ragwelir unrhyw effeithiau sylweddol ar yr
ansawdd aer lleol yn ystod y cyfnod gweithredol. Mae’r Arolygiaeth
yn nodi y caiff yr effeithiau ar ansawdd aer eu hystyried mewn rhan
arall o’'r DA a’u bod yn annhebygol o arwain at risg i'r Datblygiad
Arfaethedig neu ohono o ran damweiniau mawr neu drychinebau. Yn
unol & hynny, mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater
hwn rhag ei ystyried ymhellach yn y rhan hon o’r DA.
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Rhif | Cyf Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

474 | Tabl 11- Niwclear Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y risgiau i'r Datblygiad
3/Atodiad B Arfaethedig ar y sail bod safleoedd niwclear yn y DU yn gweithredu’n
unol & safon uchel iawn o ddiogelwch, ac nad oes unrhyw safleoedd
niwclear o fewn coridor o 5 cilomedr ar hyd y Datblygiad Arfaethedig.
Fodd bynnag, mae’r ymateb gan y Swyddfa Reoleiddio Niwclear
(gweler Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn) yn amlygu safle niwclear
trwyddedig Capenhurst, sydd o fewn 5 cilomedr o’'r Datblygiad
Arfaethedig. Felly, nid yw’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y
mater hwn o’r asesiad. Yn unol & hynny, dylai’r DA gynnwys asesiad
o’r mater hwn, neu wybodaeth yn dangos cytundeb &’r rhanddeiliaid
perthnasol ac absenoldeb effaith amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

475 | Tabl 11-3 Mwyngloddiau a cheudyllau storio Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu fod rhan o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig
wedi’i leoli mewn Ardal Adrodd ar Byllau Glo oherwydd hanes
mwyngloddio yn yr ardal. Mae’r risg o faterion sadrwydd yn
ymwneud & phresenoldeb posibl gweithfeydd bas wedi’i heithrio ar y
sail yr eir i'r afael ag unrhyw broblemau posibl yn unol ag arweiniad
yr Awdurdod Glo. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi y dylid mynd i'r afael &'r
effeithiau o weithfeydd mwyngloddio hanesyddol mewn rhan arall o’'r
DA. Yn unol & hynny, mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y
mater hwn rhag cael ei ystyried ymhellach yn y rhan hon o’r DA.

476 | Tabl 11-3 Damweiniau traffig ar y ffordd Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor risgiau o ddamweiniau
trafnidiaeth ar y sail y byddai traffig adeiladu yn cael ei reoli ac y
byddai effeithiau’n cael eu lliniaru, yn 6l yr angen, er mwyn lleihau’r
risg 0 achosi damweiniau. Ni ddisgwylir i lefelau traffig yn ystod y
cyfnod gweithredu fod yn sylweddol. Byddai’r biblinell wedi’i chladdu
ar ddyfnder a fyddai’n ei gwneud yn annhebygol y byddai damweiniau
traffig ar y ffordd yn effeithio arni. Byddai’'r AGI a’r BVS wedi’u lleoli
o leiaf 100m o briffyrdd a byddant o fewn caeadle & ffens, felly mae’n
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Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

annhebygol y byddai damweiniau mawr yn effeithio arnynt. Mae'r
Arolygiaeth yn nodi y caiff yr effeithiau ar ddiogelwch y ffyrdd eu
hystyried mewn rhan arall o’r DA, a’u bod yn annhebygol o arwain at
risg i'r Datblygiad Arfaethedig neu ohono o ran damweiniau mawr neu
drychinebau. Yn unol & hynny, mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir
hepgor y mater hwn rhag ei ystyried ymhellach yn y DA.

4.7.7

Tabl 11-
3/Atodiad B

Damweiniau ar y rheilffyrdd

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y risg gynyddol o
ddamweiniau ar y rheilffyrdd oherwydd y byddai technegau croesi
rheilffordd heb ffosydd yn cael eu defnyddio i osgoi effeithio ar
weithrediad y rheilffyrdd. Byddai cysylltiad agos & gweithredwr y
rheilffordd hefyd yn ystod gwaith yn agos at linellau rheilffordd neu
oddi tanynt. Eir i'r afael &'r risg o effeithiau hirdymor ar y biblinell o
ymsuddiant neu ddirgryniad drwy ddyluniad y biblinell. Gan y
byddai’r biblinell wedi’i chladdu ac y byddai’r AGI a’r BVS cryn bellter
o’r rheilffyrdd, ni ddisgwylir i ddamweiniau ar y rheilffyrdd beri risg
sylweddol i’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Mae'’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y
gellir hepgor y mater hwn rhag ei ystyried ymhellach yn y DA.

478

Tabl 11-
3/Atodiad B

Damweiniau ar Gamlas Undeb
Swydd Amwythig

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor risgiau i'r Datblygiad
Arfaethedig neu ohono yn croesi’r gamlas ar y sail y byddai
technegau croesi heb ffosydd yn cael eu defnyddio. Hefyd, byddai
cysylltiad agos a gweithredwr y gamlas yn ystod y cyfnod adeiladu.
Gand y byddai’r biblinell wedi’i selio a’i chladdu, mae’r Adroddiad
Cwmpasu o’r farn na fyddai effeithiau sylweddol ar ddwr y gamlas nac
ohono yn ystod y cyfnod gweithredu. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi nad
yw’r Ymddiriedolaeth Camlesi ac Afonydd yn cytuno, ar sail y
wybodaeth sydd ar gael ar hyn o bryd, y dylid hepgor yr effeithiau ar
y gamlas (gweler Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn). Yn unol & hynny,
dylai'r DA gynnwys asesiad o’r materion hyn, neu wybodaeth yn
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Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

dangos cytundeb &'r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac absenoldeb effaith
amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol. Hefyd, dylai’r DA asesu’r effeithiau
ar ddiogelwch defnyddwyr y gamlas a chyfanrwydd adeileddol y
gamlas, oni chytunir fel arall &'r Ymddiriedolaeth Camlesi ac Afonydd.

479

Tabl 11-
3/Atodiad B

Awyrennu

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn nodi bod Maes Awyr Penarlag wedi’i
leoli 530m i'r de-ddwyrain o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dywed gan y
byddai’r biblinell wedi’i chladdu yn ystod y cyfnod gweithredu, y
byddai’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig wedi’i ddiogelu rhag digwyddiadau
awyrennau ar y ddaear a’i bod yn annhebygol o gyfrannu at
ddamweiniau awyrennau. Mae'r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor
effeithiau ar y diwydiant awyrennau neu ohono rhag cael eu hasesu
ymhellach.

4.7.10

Tabl 11-
3/Atodiad B

Gollwng llygredd i'r aer yn
ddamweiniol

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor effeithiau yn ystod y
cyfnod adeiladu, gan y byddai llwch ac allyriadau eraill yn rhai dros
dro a naill ai wedi’'u rheoli dan ddeddfwriaeth berthnasol neu’n destun
mesurau lliniaru. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi y byddai’r mater hwn yn
cael ei ystyried mewn rhannau eraill o’r DA ac y byddai’n annhebygol
o arwain at effeithiau amgylcheddol sylweddol, felly mae’n fodlon y
gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r adran hon o’r DA.

4711

Tabl 11-
3/Atodiad B

Gollwng llygredd i'r tir neu ddwr yn
ddamweiniol

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y materion hyn ar y sail
y byddai mesurau rheoli safonol yn cael eu rhoi ar waith i reoli’r
perygl o ollyngiadau neu ddiferiad. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi y caiff y
materion hyn eu hystyried mewn rhan arall o’'r DA ac mae’n fodlon y
gellir eu hepgor o’r rhan hon o’r DA.

4712

Tabl 11-3

Methiant amddiffynfeydd rhag
llifogydd

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor effeithiau o fethiant
amddiffynfeydd rhag llifogydd ar y sail y byddai’'r Datblygiad
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Arfaethedig wedi’i ddylunio i gynnwys lwfansau ar gyfer
rhagfynegiadau pellach o ran newid yn yr hinsawdd. Byddai’r risgiau i
AGI Safle Alcohols a Grinsome Road yn elwa ar yr amddiffynfeydd
presennol rhag llifogydd. Ni fyddai’r risg i'r strwythurau hyn yn fwy
nag ar gyfer gosodiadau tebyg & pherygl mawr sy’n cael eu
hamddiffyn gan yr un amddiffynfeydd. Mae'r Arolygiaeth yn nodi y
caiff y perygl o lifogydd ei ystyried mewn rhan arall o’r DA, felly
mae’n cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r rhan hon o’r DA.

Rhif | Cyf

Pwyntiau eraill

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn diffinio’r ardal astudio ar sail

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

4713 | Adran 11.2 | Ardal astudio
nodweddion gwneud neu nodweddion naturiol a allai beri risg i’'r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dywed bod y rhain wedi’'u seilio ar
wybodaeth sydd gan yr Ymgeisydd a’i ymgynghorydd, ond nid oes
unrhyw esboniad neu gyfiawnhad pellach. Rhaid i'r DA esbonio’r
ymresymiad a/neu’r dystiolaeth a ddefnyddiwyd i bennu’r pellteroedd
hyn — ni fydd cyfeiriad syml at farn broffesiynol yn ddigonol.

4714 | Adran 11.4 | Dylunio, lliniaru a mesurau gwella Lle mae mesurau wedi’u llunio i osgoi neu leihau effeithiau sylweddol,

dylid disgrifio’r rhain yn glir. Os dibynnir ar ddarpariaeth yn y CEMP,
dylid darparu o leiaf CEMP amlinellol sy’n cynnwys manylion am
unrhyw fesurau y cyfeirir atynt yn y DA.
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4.8 Deunyddiau a Gwastraff

(Adran 12 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Rhif | Cyf Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

481 | Tabl 12-8 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
sy’n deillio o Waith i'r Biblinell ar y sail nad yw’r Gwaith i’r Biblinell Bresennol wedi'i gynnwys yn y
Bresennol (ac eithrio’r BVS) DCO ar gyfer y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno
y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA ar y sail y caiff effeithiau
sylweddol tebygol y Gwaith i’r Biblinell Bresennol eu hystyried mewn
AEAau sy’n ategu ceisiadau TCPA ar wahan. Fodd bynnag, dylai’r
Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff effeithiau posibl y Gwaith i’'r Biblinell
Bresennol eu hystyried yn yr asesiadau o’r effeithiau cronnus lle mae
effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.

482 | Tabl 12-8 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
sy’n deillio o echdynnu adnoddau ar y sail na ellir sicrhau’r effeithiau sy’n deillio o echdynnu adnoddau
crai a gwneud cynhyrchion crai a gwneud cynhyrchion yn fanwl gywir. Nid yw’r Arolygiaeth o’r
farn bod absenoldeb neu ansawdd y wybodaeth sydd ar gael yn sail
briodol ar gyfer hepgor materion o’r asesiad. Serch hynny, mae’r
Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn, ar y sail y caiff
natur a swm y deunyddiau a’'r adnoddau sydd eu hangen i hwyluso’r
gwaith o adeiladu a gweithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig eu crybwyll
yn y DA.

483 | Tabl 12-8 Gweithredu — Effeithiau sy’n deillio | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
o ddefnyddio adnoddau perthnasol | ar y sail yr ystyrir bod yr effeithiau sy’n gysylltiedig & gweithgareddau
atgyweirio a chynnal a chadw arferol yn finimol. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn
cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA.
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Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
ar y sail yr ystyrir bod yr effeithiau o ran deunyddiau a gwastraff sy’n
gysylltiedig & gweithgareddau atgyweirio a chynnal a chadw arferol yn
finimol. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r
DA.

485

Tabl 12-8

Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Y gofyniad
am asesiad cylch oes (gan
gynnwys carbon a dwr
ymgorfforedig) o ddeunyddiau,
sgil-gynhyrchion y safle a gwastraff

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad,
ar y sail y tybir bod yr ymdrech a'r adnoddau sydd eu hangen i
gynnal asesiad cylch oes o’r elfennau hyn yn anghymesur ac yn
cynnig ychydig iawn o fudd i’r asesiad o arwyddocad.

Nid yw'r Arolygiaeth o’r farn bod yr ymdrech a’r adnoddau sydd eu
hangen i gynnal asesiad amgylcheddol yn sail briodol ar gyfer hepgor
materion o’r asesiad. Fodd bynnag, cydnabyddir yr angen am AEA
cymesur.

Nodir bod Tabl 6-3 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn datgan bod allyriadau
ymgorfforedig sy’n deillio o gynhyrchu a chludo deunyddiau crai i
gyflenwyr yn ystod cyfnod adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig wedi’u
cynnwys yn yr asesiad. Ar y sail honno, mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno
y gellir hepgor y gofyniad am asesiad cylch oes o ddeunyddiau,
sgil-gynhyrchion a gwastraff.

O ran y cyfnod gweithredu, o ystyried y bydd yr effeithiau posibl
wedi’'u cyfyngu i archwiliadau a gweithgareddau cynnal a chadw,
mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA.

486

Tabl 12-8

Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau
sy’n deillio o gludo deunyddiau a
gwastraff yn 6l ac ymlaen o safle’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad,
ar y sail y caiff effeithiau sy’n deillio o gludo deunyddiau a gwastraff
yn 6l ac ymlaen o safle’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig eu hystyried yn yr
asesiad o ansawdd aer, yr hinsawdd, traffig a thrafnidiaeth, a swn a
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dirgryniad. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn
o’r DA ar y sail y caiff effeithiau sylweddol tebygol eu hystyried yn y
penodau ar agweddau perthnasol yn y DA.

487

Tabl 12-8

Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau
ar iechyd dynol a dyfroedd wedi’u
rheoli o ganlyniad i
sgil-gynhyrchion halogedig ar y
safle

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad,
ar y sail y caiff yr effeithiau sy’n deillio o gludo deunyddiau a
gwastraff yn 6l ac ymlaen o safle’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig eu
hystyried yn yr asesiad o ddaeareg a phriddoedd. Mae’r Arolygiaeth
yn tybio bod yr Ymgeisydd yn cyfeirio at yr asesiad o Dir a
Phriddoedd. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn
o’r DA ar y sail y caiff effeithiau sylweddol tebygol eu hystyried ym
mhenodau’r agweddau perthnasol yn y DA, gan gynnwys yr asesiad o
Dir a Phriddoedd y cyfeirir ato yn yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu.

Dylai’r Ymgeisydd geisio dod i gytundeb &'r cyrff ymgynghori
perthnasol ynghylch cludo a gwaredu deunyddiau halogedig yn ystod
cyfnod adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Tynnir sylw’r Ymgeisydd at
ymateb CNC i'r ymgynghoriad yn hyn o beth (gweler Atodiad 2 yr
adroddiad hwn).

Rhif | Cyf

488

Tabl 12-7

Pwyntiau eraill

Pentyrru/storio gwastraff

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Dywed Tabl 12-7 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y gall yr Ymgeisydd amlygu
ardaloedd ar gyfer pentyrru a storio gwastraff yn ystod cyfnod
adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd sicrhau bod
lleoliad a maint yr ardaloedd pentyrru/storio gwastraff wedi’'u
disgrifio’'n glir yn y DA, a darparu asesiad o’r mater hwn lle mae
effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.
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4.9 Swn a Dirgryniad

(Adran 13 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Rhif | Cyf Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

491 | Tabl 13-1 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’'r asesiad

swn a dirgryniad sy’n deillio o ar y sail nad yw’r Gwaith i'r Biblinell Bresennol wedi’i gynnwys yn y
Waith i'r Biblinell Bresennol (ac DCO ar gyfer y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno
eithrio’r BVS) y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA ar y sail y caiff effeithiau

sylweddol tebygol y Gwaith i’r Biblinell Bresennol eu hystyried mewn
AEAau sy’n ategu ceisiadau TCPA ar wahan. Fodd bynnag, dylai’r
Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff effeithiau posibl y Gwaith i’'r Biblinell
Bresennol eu hystyried yn yr asesiadau o’r effeithiau cronnus lle mae
effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.

492 | Tabl 13-1 Gweithredu — Effeithiau swn sy’n Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad,
deillio o symudiadau traffig ar y ar y sail na ddisgwylir i symudiadau traffig ar y ffyrdd yn ystod cyfnod
ffyrdd gweithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig gael effaith niweidiol ar
dderbynyddion sy’n sensitif i swn. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno nad
yw lefel y traffig sy’n gysylltiedig & gweithredu a chynnal a chadw’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn debygol o arwain at effeithiau sylweddol,
ac mae’n cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn rhag ei asesu
ymhellach.

493 | Tabl 13-1 Gweithredu — Effeithiau dirgryniad | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
sy’n deillio o weithredu’r ar y sail na ddisgwylir i weithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig greu
Datblygiad Arfaethedig lefelau sylweddol o ddirgryniad. Fodd bynnag, mae ffynonellau a
maint y dirgryniad a gynhyrchir wrth weithredu’r Datblygiad
Arfaethedig yn parhau’n ansicr ar hyn o bryd. Hefyd, mae
ansicrwydd pellach ynghylch lleoliad a dyluniad rhai elfennau o’r
Datblygiad Arfaethedig (e.e. AGI a BVS) a’u hagosrwydd at
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Rhif | Cyf Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

dderbynyddion sensitif. Felly, nid yw'r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir
hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad. Yn unol & hynny, dylai’r DA
gynnwys asesiad o’'r mater hwn, neu wybodaeth sy’n dangos
cytundeb &’r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac absenoldebau effaith
amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

Rhif | Cyf Pwyntiau eraill Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth
494 | Paragraff Mesurau lliniaru Mae paragraff 13.4.3 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn disgrifio mesurau
13.4.3 lliniaru y gellir eu rhoi ar waith yn ystod cyfnodau adeiladu a

gweithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig, gan gynnwys gosod sgriniau
acwstig. Dylai'r DA fynd i'r afael ag effeithiau niweidiol posibl
mesurau lliniaru ym mhenodau’r agweddau perthnasol yn y DA (e.e.
Tirwedd a Gweledol) lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o

ddigwydd.
495 | Paragraff Cyfarwyddyd technegol Mae’r Arolygiaeth o'r farn y dylai’r asesiad o swn a dirgryniad ystyried
13.9 y cyfarwyddyd technegol a roddir yn Nodyn Cyngor Technegol (TAN)

11: Swn (Cymru) hefyd, lle bo hynny’n berthnasol yn y DA. Tynnir
sylw’r Ymgeisydd ar ymateb FCC i'r ymgynghoriad yn hyn o beth
(gweler Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn).
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4.10 Y Boblogaeth ac lechyd Dynol

Rhif

4101

(Adran 14 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Cyf

Tabl 14.3

Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

Adeiladu — Effeithiau sy’n deillio o
waith i'r biblinell bresennol

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid HyNet North West

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi na fyddai’r DCO drafft yn ceisio caniatad ar
gyfer unrhyw waith ar y biblinell bresennol, heblaw’r BVS. Felly,
mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y materion hyn o’r DA.
Fodd bynnag, dylai’r Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff effeithiau posibl y
Gwaith i'r Biblinell Bresennol eu hystyried yn yr asesiad o’r effeithiau
cronnus, lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.

4102

Tabl 14.3

Gweithredu — Eiddo a thai preifat
yn ystod y cyfnod gweithredu

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnwys effeithiau yn ystod y cyfnod
adeiladu, ond nid yw’n cyfeirio o gwbl at unrhyw effeithiau posibl yn
ystod y cyfnod gweithredu. O ystyried nad yw lleoliad a dimensiynau
terfynol yr AGlau a’r BVS wedi’u pennu hyd yn hyn, nid oes gan yr
Arolygiaeth ddigon o dystiolaeth i gytuno i hepgor y mater hwn. Yn
unol & hynny, dylai’'r DA gynnwys asesiad o’r mater hwn, neu
ddangos cytundeb &’r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac absenoldeb effaith
amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

4103

Tabl 14.3

Gweithredu — Tir ac asedau
cymunedol

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn rhag ei
asesu ymhellach ar y sail y caiff mynediad at dir ac asedau
cymunedol ei gynnal yn barhaol. Caiff effeithiau tirwedd a gweledol y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig eu hasesu mewn rhan arall o’r DA. Mae’r
Arolygiaeth yn cytuno bod effeithiau sylweddol yn annhebygol, ac
felly gellir hepgor y mater hwn rhag ei asesu ymhellach yn y rhan hon
o’r DA.
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Rhif

4104

Cyf

Tabl 14.3

Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Daliadau
tir amaethyddol

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid HyNet North West

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn rhag ei
asesu ymhellach ar y sail bod effeithiau yn ystod y cyfnod adeiladu yn
debygol o fod yn finimol. Byddai tir a gwrychoedd y byddai’'r gwaith
adeiladu yn effeithio arnynt yn cael eu hadfer, felly disgwylir i'r
effeithiau gweithredol fod yn finimol. Fodd bynnag, nid yw
dimensiynau a lleoliadau’r AGI a’r BVS wedi’u cadarnhau hyd yn hyn.
Nid oes gan yr Arolygiaeth dystiolaeth ddigonol i gytuno i hepgor y
mater hwn rhag ei asesu ymhellach. Yn unol & hynny, dylai’r DA
gynnwys asesiad o’'r mater hwn, neu ddangos cytundeb a’r
rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac absenoldeb effaith amgylcheddol
sylweddol debygol.

4105

Tabl 14.3

Gweithredu — Mynediad cyhoeddus
i gerddwyr, beicwyr a marchogion

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn rhag ei
asesu ymhellach ar y sail y byddai unrhyw Hawliau Tramwy
Cyhoeddus (HTCau) yr effeithir arnynt yn cael eu dargyfeirio. Mae’r
Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn rhag ei asesu
ymhellach. Fodd bynnag, mae hyn ar y sail y dylai'r asesiad o'r
effeithiau yn ystod y cyfnod adeiladu ddangos yn glir sut byddai
HTCau yn cael eu dargyfeirio, p’un a fyddai llwybr y dargyfeiriad yr un
mor hygyrch i ddefnyddwyr &’r rhan o’'r HTC a fyddai’'n cael ei cholli, a
dichonolrwydd cyflawni’r dargyfeiriad.

4106

Tabl 14.3

Gweithredu — lechyd dynol

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn rhag ei
asesu ymhellach ar y sail bod effeithiau sylweddol yn annhebygol.
Fodd bynnag, gan nad yw lleoliadau a dimensiynau’'r AGI a'r BVS
wedi’u cadarnhau, na’r asesiadau swn ac ansawdd aer wedi’u
cwblhau, nid oes gan yr Arolygiaeth dystiolaeth ddigonol i ddod i’'r
casgliad na fyddai effeithiau sylweddol yn dod i'’r amlwg. Yn unol &
hynny, dylai’r DA gynnwys asesiad o'r mater hwn, neu ddangos
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Rhif

Cyf

Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn
cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
Piblinell Carbon Deuocsid HyNet North West

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

cytundeb &'r rhanddeiliaid perthnasol ac absenoldeb effaith
amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

Rhif | Cyf

Pwyntiau eraill

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

4107

Paragraff
14.2.2

Ardal astudio

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn amlygu ardaloedd astudio ar sail yr
arweiniad yn DMRB LA 112 Y Boblogaeth ac lechyd Dynol. Dywed yr
Adroddiad Cwmpasu, er mai arweiniad ar asesu cynlluniau ffordd yw
DMRB, ei fod yn darparu’r fethodoleg orau ‘yng nghyd-destun y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig’, ond nid yw’n esbonio pam felly. Dylai’'r DA
gyfiawnhau pam y mae’r fethodoleg hon yn briodol ar gyfer asesu
effeithiau ar y Datblygiad Arfaethedig.

4108

Paragraff
14.3.5

Tir ac asedau cymunedol

Nodir nad yw rhestr y derbynyddion tir ac asedau cymunedol yn
hollgynhwysol. Os oes unrhyw gyfleusterau gofal iechyd wedi’u lleoli
yn yr ardal astudio, neu pe byddai'r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn
effeithio ar fynediad at gyfleusterau tebyg, dylid cynnwys y rhain fel
derbynyddion yn yr asesiad hefyd.
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4.11 Traffig a Thrafnidiaeth

(Adran 15 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Rhif | Cyf Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

4111 | Tabl 15-2 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
sy’n deillio o’r Gwaith i'r Biblinell ar y sail nad yw’r Gwaith i’r Biblinell Bresennol wedi’i gynnwys yn y
Bresennol (ac eithrio’r BVS) DCO ar gyfer y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno
y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA ar y sail y caiff effeithiau
sylweddol tebygol y Gwaith i’r Biblinell Bresennol eu hystyried mewn
AEAau sy’n ategu ceisiadau TCPA ar wahan. Fodd bynnag, dylai’r
Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff effeithiau posibl y Gwaith i’'r Biblinell
Bresennol eu hystyried yn yr asesiadau o’r effeithiau cronnus lle mae
effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.

4112 | Tabl 15-2 Gweithredu — Effeithiau sy’n deillio | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnwys hepgor y mater hwn o’r
o ddatgysylltiad, oedi gyrwyr, oedi | asesiad ar y sail na fyddai gweithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn

cerddwyr, amwynder, ofn a debygol o arwain at lifoedd traffig cynyddol neu newidiadau i
dychryn cerddwyr, a diogelwch y gyfansoddiad traffig. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno bod y lefel a’'r math
ffyrdd o draffig sy’n gysylltiedig & chynnal a chadw’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig

yn annhebygol o arwain at effeithiau sylweddol, ac yn cytuno y gellir
hepgor y mater hwn rhag ei asesu ymhellach.

Rhif | Cyf Pwyntiau eraill Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

4.11.3 | Paragraff HTC, Rhwydwaith Beicio Sustrans a | Dylai’r Ymgeisydd ddisgrifio defnydd a chyflwr cyfredol pob HTC,
15.3.9 Liwybr Arfordir Cymru Rhwydwaith Beicio Sustrans a Liwybr Arfordir Cymru a nodir yn yr
asesiad gwaelodlin, a sut mae’r rhain yn cyfrannu at ddefnyddio tir ac
asedau cymunedol yn yr ardal astudio ar gyfer y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig. Hefyd, dylai'r Ymgeisydd geisio dod i gytundeb &'r cyrff
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Rhif Cyf Pwyntiau eraill Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

ymgynghori perthnasol ynghylch y dull asesu a lliniaru, gan gynnwys

y gofynion ar gyfer dargyfeirio HTCau presennol dros dro a/neu’n
barhaol. Tynnir sylw’r Ymgeisydd ar ymatebion CWCC a FCC i'r
ymgynghoriad yn hyn o beth (gweler Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn).

4114 | Paragraff Cyfarwyddyd technegol Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu bod y trothwyon maint wedi’u seilio ar
15.8.20 gyfarwyddyd DMRB (Cyfrol 11, Adran 3, Rhan 8). Fodd bynnag,
mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi bod y cyfarwyddyd technegol hwn wedi’i
dynnu’n 6l. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd esbonio pam y mae’r cyfarwyddyd
technegol hwn yn parhau’n addas at ddibenion yr asesiad yn y DA.

4115 | Paragraffau | Ffigurau — rhwydwaith ffyrdd a Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi nad yw’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnwys
15.3.7 a rheilffyrdd ffigur yn darlunio’r rhwydweithiau ffyrdd a rheilffyrdd sy’n debygol o
15.3.8 gael eu heffeithio wrth adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dylai’'r

Ymgeisydd ddarparu ffigur yn y DA yn dangos y rhwydwaith ffyrdd a
rheilffyrdd dan sylw, gan gynnwys lleoliadau croesfannau ffordd,
gwaith ar y gerbytffordd a chroesfannau rheilffordd.

4116 | Ddim yn Traffig adeiladu Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi bod traffig adeiladu yn debygol o fynd drwy
berthnasol neu’n agos at sawl ardal breswyl, gan gynnwys trefi bach a phentrefi.
Dylai’r Ymgeisydd ddangos bod y llwybr ar gyfer traffig adeiladu wedi
ystyried addasrwydd y ffyrdd ar gyfer cerbydau nwyddau trwm, yn
enwedig y rhai sy’n cludo llwythi anwahanadwy anghyffredin. Tynnir
sylw’r Ymgeisydd at ymatebion Cyngor Cymuned Llaneurgain a
Chyngor Plwyf Mollington i'r ymgynghoriad, yn hyn o beth (gweler
Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn).

411.7 | Ddim yn ‘Liwybr Coch’ yr A55 Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn nodi bod FCC wedi cynghori bod ffordd liniaru
berthnasol arfaethedig ‘Llwybr Coch’ yr A55 wedi’i lleoli’'n agos at y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig. Er bod y cais hwn wedi’i atal gan Lywodraeth Cymru ar
hyn o bryd, dylai’r Ymgeisydd ymgynghori ag Asiantaeth Cefnffyrdd
Canolbarth Cymru ynghylich effaith bosibl y Datblygiad Arfaethedig ar
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Pwyntiau eraill

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
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Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Rhif | Cyf

gyflawni prosiect ‘Liwybr Coch’ yr A55. Hefyd, dylai’r Ymgeisydd
ystyried y prosiect hwn yn yr asesiad o'r effeithiau cronnus lle mae
effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.
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4.12 Adnoddau Dwr a’r Perygl o Lifogydd

Rhif

(Adran 16 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Cyf

Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

4121 | Tabl 16-4 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’'r asesiad
dwr a llifogydd sy’n deillio o Waith | ar y sail nad yw’r Gwaith i’r Biblinell Bresennol wedi’i gynnwys yn y
i'r Biblinell Bresennol (ac eithrio’r DCO ar gyfer y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno
BVS) y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA ar y sail y caiff effeithiau
sylweddol tebygol y Gwaith i’r Biblinell Bresennol eu hystyried mewn
AEAau sy’n ategu ceisiadau TCPA ar wahan. Fodd bynnag, dylai’r
Ymgeisydd sicrhau y caiff effeithiau posibl y Gwaith i’'r Biblinell
Bresennol eu hystyried yn yr asesiadau o’r effeithiau cronnus lle mae
effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.
4122 | Tabl 16-4 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Cyrsiau Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
dwr arferol i fyny’r afon neu i fyny’r | ar y sail na fyddai’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn cael effaith
llethr o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig uniongyrchol neu anuniongyrchol ar y cyrff dwr hyn. Mae'r
Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA.
4123 | Tabl 16-4 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Pyllau dwr | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
a llynnoedd i fyny'r llethr o’r ar y sail na fyddai’'r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn cael effaith
Datblygiad Arfaethedig uniongyrchol neu anuniongyrchol ar y cyrff dwr hyn. Mae'r
Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA.
4124 | Tabl 16-4 Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau | Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad
ar y cyflenwad dwr cyhoeddus ar y sail na ddisgwylir i'r Datblygiad Arfaethedig achosi’'r effaith hon.
Nodir y byddai effeithiau ar Brif Ddyfrhaenau a Dyfrhaenau Eilaidd yn
ystod y cyfnodau adeiladu a gweithredu yn destun asesiad pellach, ac
felly byddai unrhyw oblygiadau ar gyfer y cyflenwad dwr cyhoeddus
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Rhif

Cyf

Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn

cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

Barn Gwmpasu ar gyfer
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Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

yn cael eu hystyried yn y DA. Mae’r Arolygiaeth yn cytuno y gellir
hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA.

O ran gweithredu, ar y sail y byddai’'r effeithiau posibl wedi’u cyfyngu
i weithgareddau cynnal a chadw ac archwilio, mae’r Arolygiaeth yn
cytuno y gellir hepgor y mater hwn o’r DA.

4125

Tabl 16-4

Adeiladu a Gweithredu — Effeithiau
ar Gamlas Llongau Manceinion

Mae’r Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn cynnig hepgor y mater hwn o’r asesiad,
ar y sail bod Camlas Llongau Manceinion wedi’i lleoli’n ddigon pell i
lawr yr afon o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig fel y bydd unrhyw effeithiau
anuniongyrchol posibl o fawr bwys. Fodd bynnag, mae Ffigur 3-2 yr
Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn awgrymu bod Camlas Llongau Manceinion yn
llifo'n gymharol agos at AGI Grinsome Road. Nid yw’'n bosibl canfod
o’r dystiolaeth yn yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu a oes unrhyw gysylltiad
hydrolegol rhwng lleoliad yr AGl a Chamlas Llongau Manceinion. Nid
oes gan yr Arolygiaeth dystiolaeth ddigonol i gytuno i hepgor y mater
hwn rhag ei asesu ymhellach. Yn unol & hynny, dylai’r DA gynnwys
asesiad o’r mater hwn, neu ddangos cytundeb &’r rhanddeiliaid
perthnasol ac absenoldeb effaith amgylcheddol sylweddol debygol.

Rhif | Cyf

4126

Paragraff
16.2.5

Pwyntiau eraill

Cyrff dwr y Gyfarwyddeb
Fframwaith Dwr

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Dywed paragraff 16.2.5 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y bydd yr asesiad yn
cynnwys cyrff dwr y Gyfarwyddeb Fframwaith DWr sydd o fewn ffin y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig, a’'r rhai y mae’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn
debygol o effeithio arnynt. Fodd bynnag, nid yw’r Adroddiad
Cwmpasu yn amlygu ardal astudio benodol mewn perthynas a chyrff
dwr y Gyfarwyddeb Fframwaith DWr nac yn croesgyfeirio at ardal
astudio bresennol (e.e. 5 cilomedr i lawr yr afon ar gyfer nodweddion
dwr wyneb). Dylai’r Ymgeisydd grybwyll yr ardal astudio’n glir,
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ynghyd a’r meini prawf a ddefnyddiwyd i amlygu cyrff dwr y
Gyfarwyddeb Fframwaith DWr sydd i'w cynnwys yn yr asesiad yn y

DA.
4127 | Paragraff Asesiad Strategol o Berygl Yn ogystal ag Asesiad Strategol o Berygl Llifogydd CWCC, dylai’r
16.3.1 Llifogydd (SFRA) ac Asesiad Ymgeisydd ystyried y casgliadau y daethpwyd iddynt yn Asesiad
Strategol o Ganlyniadau Llifogydd Strategol o Ganlyniadau Llifogydd Sir y Fflint, lle y bo’n berthnasol yn
(SFCA) y DA.
4128 | Paragraff Effeithiau dwr daear Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y bydd yr asesiad o effeithiau ar yr
16.7.8 amgylchedd dwr yn dilyn y cyfarwyddyd yn DMRB LA 113. Mae'r

Arolygiaeth yn nodi bod y cyfarwyddyd hwn yn cynnwys gofyniad i
ddulliau asesu dwr daear gael eu cytuno a’r corff ymgynghori
perthnasol. Yn unol & hynny, dylai’r DA ddangos bod y dulliau a
ddefnyddiwyd i asesu’r effeithiau ar ddwr daear wedi’u cytuno a’r
rhanddeiliaid perthnasol, cyhyd ag y bo hynny’n bosibl. Tynnir sylw’r
Ymgeisydd at ymatebion CNC, Asiantaeth yr Amgylchedd a CWCC i’r
ymgynghoriad, yn hyn o beth (gweler Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn).

4129 | Paragraff Asesiad Perygl Llifogydd/Asesiad Dywed paragraff 16.3.18 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu fod y Datblygiad
16.3.18 Canlyniadau Llifogydd Arfaethedig wedi’i leoli mewn Parth C1 (sy’n elwa ar amddiffynfeydd
rhag llifogydd), a bod gorlifdiroedd Aber Dyfrdwy ac afon Gowy mewn
perygl o lifogydd arfordirol/llanw. Dylai’'r Asesiad Perygl
Llifogydd/Asesiad Canlyniadau Llifogydd gynnwys asesiad o effeithiau
posibl digwyddiadau torri neu drechu amddiffynfeydd ar y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig, lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.

41210| Paragraffau | Parthau Llifogydd Dywed paragraff 3.5.15 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu fod AGI Grinsome
3.5.15a Road wedi’i leoli mewn Parth Llifogydd 3. Fodd bynnag, nid yw'’r
16.3.17. Adroddiad Cwmpasu yn datgan a yw’r ardal hon yn barth

tebygolrwydd uchel (Parth Llifogydd 3a) neu’n orlifdir gweithredol
(Parth Llifogydd 3b). Hefyd, nid yw paragraff 16.3.17 yr Adroddiad
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Cwmpasu yn disgrifio’r perygl llifogydd i AGlau, ac mae’n cyfeirio at
Barth Llifogydd 2, C2 a C1 yn unig. Dylai'’r Ymgeisydd sicrhau ei fod
yn rhoi disgrifiad cywir a chyson o’r perygl llifogydd sylfaenol ar gyfer
pob elfen o’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig yn y DA. Dylai’r disgrifiad hwn
wahaniaethu’n glir rhwng Parthau Llifogydd, gan gynnwys Parthau
Llifogydd 3a a 3b, lle bo hynny’n berthnasol.

41211| Paragraff Dargyfeiriadau dros dro neu Dywed paragraff 16.4.4 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y caiff patrymedd
16.4.4 bwmpio cyrsiau dwr bach hydrolegol cyrsiau dwr bach ei gynnal drwy ddargyfeirio dros dro neu
bwmpio. Dylai'r Ymgeisydd roi disgrifiad clir o leoliad, maint,
dyluniad a’r gwaith sy’n gysylitiedig & dargyfeirio neu bwmpio cyrsiau
dwr bach yn y DA, a darparu asesiad o’r mater hwn lle mae effeithiau
sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.

Dylai’r DA ddangos y gwnaed ymdrechion rhesymol i osgoi neu leihau
effeithiau ar gyrsiau dwr wedi’u dargyfeirio drwy ddyluniad y
Datblygiad Arfaethedig a/neu fesurau lliniaru priodol.

4.1212| Paragraffau | Systemau Draenio Cynaliadwy Dywed paragraff 16.4.7 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y caiff gofynion SuDS
16.4.7 a (SubDS) eu dilyn ar gyfer AGlau. Mae’r Arolygiaeth o’r farn y dylid ystyried
16.4.10 gofynion SuDS mewn perthynas & phob elfen o’r Datblygiad

Arfaethedig, gan gynnwys BVS a’r system CP, lle mae’r amgylchedd
draenio yn debygol o gael ei effeithio. Dylai'r Ymgeisydd geisio dod i
gytundeb &’r cyrff ymgynghori perthnasol ynghyich lleoliad, dyluniad
a rheoli SuDS ar gyfer y Datblygiad Arfaethedig, a dangos tystiolaeth
o hyn yn y DA. Tynnir sylw’r Ymgeisydd at ymatebion Dwr Cymru,
United Utilities, FCC a CWCC at yr ymgynghoriad yn hyn o beth
(gweler Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn).

4.12.13| Paragraff Dad-ddyfrio Dywed paragraff 16.5.2 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu y gallai fod angen
16.5.2 dad-ddyfrio yn ystod cyfnod adeiladu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig.
Dylai’r Ymgeisydd esbonio sut a lle y caiff ddad-ddyfrio ei wneud, a
darparu asesiad o’'r mater hwn yn y DA lle mae effeithiau sylweddol
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yn debygol o ddigwydd. Hefyd, dylai’r Ymgeisydd esbonio’r gofynion
ar gyfer trwyddedau echdynnu dwr ychwanegol a Chynllun Rheol
Dad-ddyfrio yn y DA. Tynnir sylw’r Ymgeisydd at yr ymatebion i’r
ymgynghoriad gan CNC a’r Ymddiriedolaeth Camlesi ac Afonydd yn
hyn o beth (gweler Atodiad 2 o’r adroddiad hwn).

4.12.14| Paragraff Sensitifrwydd derbynyddion Dywed paragraff 16.7.21 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu nad oes categori
16.7.21 sensitifrwydd derbynyddion ‘Uchel lawn’ yn cael ei gynnig. Lle mae’r
asesiad yn gwyro oddi wrth gyfarwyddyd sefydledig, dylai’r
Ymgeisydd sicrhau bod hyn wedi’i nodi’'n glir &’i gyfiawnhau’'n briodol
yn y DA. Dylai’r Ymgeisydd geisio dod i gytundeb &’r cyrff
ymgynghori perthnasol ynghylch y fethodoleg a ddefnyddir yn yr
asesiad, a dangos tystiolaeth o hyn yn y DA.

412.15| Paragraff Seilwaith dwr a charthffosiaeth Mae'r Arolygiaeth yn nodi bod seilwaith cyflenwi dwr a charthffosiaeth
16.5.2 presennol presennol wedi’i leoli o fewn ffin y Datblygiad Arfaethedig neu’n agos
ati. Dylai’r DA ddangos y gwnaed ymdrechion rhesymol i osgoi neu
leihau effeithiau ar y seilwaith cyflenwi dwr a charthffosiaeth
presennol drwy ddyluniad a chynllun y Datblygiad Arfaethedig. Dylai
lleoliad y seilwaith cyflenwi dwr a charthffosiaeth presennol gael ei
ddarlunio’n glir mewn ffigurau priodol yn y DA. Tynnir sylw'’r
Ymgeisydd at ymatebion Dwr Cymru a United Utilities i'r
ymgynghoriad, yn hyn o beth (gweler Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn).

4.12.16| Ddim yn Ecosystemau Daearol sy’n Dibynnu | Dylai’r Ymgeisydd ddarparu asesiad o effeithiau posibl y Datblygiad
berthnasol ar Ddwr Daear Arfaethedig ar Ecosystemau Daearol sy’n Dibynnu ar Ddwr Daear, lle
mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd, a chroesgyfeirio at y
bennod ar ecoleg (ac i'r gwrthwyneb) lle bo hynny’n berthnasol yn y

DA.
41217 Ddim yn Ffynonellau halogiad posibl Dylai’r Ymgeisydd geisio dod i gytundeb a’r cyrff ymgynghori
berthnasol perthnasol ynghylch y ffynonellau halogiad posibl sydd wedi’u
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Pwyntiau eraill

cynnwys yn yr asesiad, a chyflwyno tystiolaeth o hyd yn y DA. Tynnir

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

sylw’r Ymgeisydd ar ymateb CNC i'r ymgynghoriad yn hyn o beth
(gweler Atodiad 2 yr adroddiad hwn).

41218

Ddim yn
berthnasol

Effeithiau posibl sy’n deillio o
weithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig

Dylai’r Ymgeisydd ystyried yr effeithiau posibl sy’n deillio o’r biblinell
CO2 yn ymddwyn fel llwybr draenio blaenoriaethol a chywasgu
priddoedd yn ystod cyfnod gweithredu’r Datblygiad Arfaethedig mewn
penodau ar agweddau perthnasol yn y DA, a darparu asesiad o’r
materion hyn lle mae effeithiau sylweddol yn debygol o ddigwydd.
Tynnir sylw’r Ymgeisydd ar ymatebion CNC a Chyngor Plwyf
Mollington i'r ymgynghoriad yn hyn o beth (gweler Atodiad 2 yr
adroddiad hwn).
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Rhif

4131

(Adran 117 yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu)

Cyf

Materion y mae’r Ymgeisydd yn
cynnig y dylid eu hepgor o’r
broses gwmpasu

Ddim yn berthnasol
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Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Ni chynigiwyd hepgor unrhyw faterion.

Pwyntiau eraill

Sylwadau’r Arolygiaeth

Rhif | Cyf

4132

17.2.11

Ardal chwilio ar gyfer NSIPau eraill
a phrosiectau eraill

Dywed yr Adroddiad Cwmpasu, ar sail barn broffesiynol, y bydd yr
ardal chwilio gychwynnol wedi’i seilio ar 15 cilomedr ar gyfer
Prosiectau Seilwaith o Arwyddocad Cenedlaethol a 2 gilomedr ar gyfer
prosiectau eraill. Gwerthfawrogir y gallai hwn fod yn gam cychwynnol
yn y broses. Fodd bynnag, dylai’'r DA ddangos sut mae’r prosiectau a
nodir yn y rhestr hir adlewyrchu parthau dylanwad y Datblygiad
Arfaethedig, fel y cynghorir yn Nodyn Cyngor 17 yr Arolygiaeth:
Asesu Effeithiau Cronnus.
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FFYNONELLAU GWYBODAETH

Mae gwefan Cynllunio Seilwaith Cenedlaethol yr Arolygiaeth yn cynnwys dolenni

i gyngor amrywiol yn ymwneud & gwneud ceisiadau a gweithdrefnau
amgylcheddol, gan gynnwys:

e Prosbectws cyn-ymgeisio®

e Nodiadau cyngor yr Arolygiaeth Gynllunio®:

502 Caiff
ofynnol ei chyflwyno mewn cais am Ddatblygiad, fel y’i hamlinellir yn Rheoliadau
Cynllunio Seilwaith (Ceisiadau: Ffurflenni a Gweithdrefn Ragnodedig) 2009.

Nodyn Cyngor Tri: Hysbysiad o AEA ac ymgynghori;

Nodyn Cyngor Pedwar: Adran 52: Cael gwybodaeth am fuddiannau
mewn tir (Deddf Cynllunio 2008);

Nodyn Cyngor Pump: Adran 53: Hawliau Mynediad (Deddf Cynllunio
2008);

Nodyn Cyngor Saith: Asesu Effeithiau Amgylcheddol: Y Broses,
Gwybodaeth Amgylcheddol Ragarweiniol a Datganiadau Amgylcheddol;

Nodyn Cyngor Naw: Defnyddio ‘Amlen Rochdale’;

Nodyn Cyngor Deg: Asesiad Rheoliadau Cynefinoedd sy’n berthnasol i
Brosiectau Seilwaith o Arwyddocad Cenedlaethol (sy’n cynnwys
trafodaeth am broses Cynllun Tystiolaeth);

Nodyn Cyngor Deuddegq: Effeithiau Trawsffiniol;
Nodyn Cyngor Dau ar Bymtheg: Asesu Effeithiau Cronnus; a
Nodyn Cyngor Deunaw: Y Gyfarwyddeb Fframwaith Dwr.

Ymgeiswyr eu cynghori hefyd i adolygu’'r rhestr o wybodaeth y mae’'n

5

Gwasanaethau cyn-ymgeisio’r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio ar gyfer ymgeiswyr. Ar gael yn:
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/cy/application-process/pre-application-service-for-

applicants/

Cyfres o nodiadau cyngor yr Arolygiaeth Gynllunio sy’n ymwneud & phroses Deddf Cynllunio 2008.
Ar gael yn: https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/cy/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/
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ATODIAD 1: CYRFF YMGYNGHORI YR
YMGYNGHORWYD A NHW’N FFURFIOL

TABL A1:CYRFF YMGYNGHORI RHAGNODEDIG’

DISGRIFIAD ATODLEN 1 SEFYDLIAD

Gweinidogion Cymru Llywodraeth Cymru
Yr Awdurdod Gweithredol lechyd a Yr Awdurdod Gweithredol lechyd a
Diogelwch Diogelwch

Bwrdd Comisiynu’r Gwasanaeth lechyd GIG Lloegr

Gwladol

Y Grwp Comisiynu Clinigol perthnasol Grwp Comisiynu Clinigol GIG Swydd
Gaer (CCG)

Natural England Natural England

Comisiwn Adeiladau a Henebion Historic England

Hanesyddol Lloegr

Yr awdurdod tan ac achub perthnasol Gwasanaeth Tan ac Achub Swydd Gaer

Gwasanaeth Tan ac Achub Gogledd

Cymru
Y comisiynydd heddlu a throseddu Comisiynydd Heddlu a Throseddu Swydd
perthnasol Gaer

Comisiynydd Heddlu a Throseddu
Gogledd Cymru

Y cyngor/cynghorau plwyf perthnasol Cyngor Cymuned Ysceifiog
neu, lle mae’r cais yn ymwneud & thir
yng Nghymru neu’r Alban, y cyngor Cyngor Tref Caerwys

cymuned perthnasol
Cyngor Cymuned Chwitffordd

Cyngor Cymuned Helygain

Cyngor Cymuned Y Fflint

Cyngor Cymuned Llaneurgain

7 Atodlen 1 Rheoliadau Cynllunio Seilwaith (Ceisiadau: Ffurflenni a Gweithdrefn Ragnodedig) 2009 (‘y
Rheoliadau APFP”)

Tudalen 1 Atodiad 1
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DISGRIFIAD ATODLEN 1 SEFYDLIAD

Cyngor Cymuned Sealand

Cyngor Cymuned Bagillt

Cyngor Cymuned Penarlag

Cyngor Cymuned Queensferry

Cyngor Cymuned Brynffordd

Cyngor Plwyf Ince

Cyngor Cymuned Llanasa

Cyngor Plwyf Thornton Le Moors

Cyngor Plwyf Saughall a Shotwick Park

Cyngor Plwyf Mickle Trafford a’r Ardal

Cyngor Plwyf Mollington

Cyngor Plwyf Lea By Backford

Cyngor Plwyf Backford

Cyngor Plwyf Little Stanney a’r Ardal

Cyngor Plwyf Dunham On The Hill a
Hapsford

Cyngor Plwyf Elton

Cyngor Cymuned Northop Hall

Cyngor Tref Saltney

Cyngor Tref Prestatyn

Cyngor Cymuned Trelawnyd a
Gwaenysgor

Cyngor Cymuned Cei Connah

Cyngor Tref Bwcle

Cyngor Tref Shotton

Cyngor Cymuned Brychdyn a Bretton

Tudalen 2 Atodiad 1
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Asiantaeth yr Amgylchedd

Asiantaeth yr Amgylchedd

Y Comisiwn Cydraddoldeb a Hawliau
Dynol

Y Comisiwn Cydraddoldeb a Hawliau
Dynol

Comisiwn Brenhinol Henebion Cymru

Comisiwn Brenhinol Henebion Cymru

Y corff adnoddau naturiol ar gyfer Cymru

Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru

Yr Asiantaeth Cartrefi a Chymunedau

Homes England

Y Sefydliad Rheoli Morol

Y Sefydliad Rheoli Morol (MMO)

Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru

Yr Awdurdod Hedfan Sifil

Yr Awdurdod Hedfan Sifil

Awdurdodau Trafnidiaeth Integredig
(ITAau) a Gweithrediaethau Cludo
Teithwyr (PTEau)

Awdurdod a Gweithrediaeth Cludo
Teithwyr Glannau Merswy (Merseytravel)

Yr Awdurdod Priffyrdd Perthnasol

Cyngor Gorllewin Swydd Gaer a Chaer

Cyngor Sir y Fflint

Y cwmni priffyrdd strategol perthnasol

Highways England

Y Cyngor Teithwyr

Transport Focus

Y Pwyllgor Ymgynghorol ar Gludiant Pobl
Anabl

Y Pwyllgor Ymgynghorol ar Gludiant Pobl
Anabl

Yr Awdurdod Glo

Yr Awdurdod Glo

Y Swyddfa Rheilffyrdd a Ffyrdd

Y Swyddfa Rheilffyrdd a Ffyrdd

Gweithredwr Cymeradwy

Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd

Dwr

Yr Awdurdod Marchnadoedd Nwy a OFGEM
Thrydan
Yr Awdurdod Rheoleiddio Gwasanaethau | Ofwat

Yr awdurdod rheoleiddio gwastraff
perthnasol

Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru

Yr Ymddiriedolaeth Camlesi ac Afonydd

Yr Ymddiriedolaeth Camlesi ac Afonydd

Tudalen 3 Atodiad 1
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Public Health England, sef asiantaeth
weithredol yr Adran lechyd

Public Health England

Y fforwwm cydnerthedd lleol perthnasol

Fforwm Cydnerthedd Lleol Gogledd
Cymru

Comisiynwyr Ystadau’r Goron

Ystad y Goron

Y Comisiwn Coedwigaeth

Y Comisiwn Coedwigaeth

Y corff adnoddau naturiol ar gyfer Cymru

Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru

Y Bwrdd lechyd Lleol Perthnasol

Bwrdd lechyd Prifysgol Betsi Cadwaladr

Ymddiriedolaethau'r Gwasanaeth lechyd
Gwladol

Tim Diogelu lechyd
lechyd Cyhoeddus Cymru

Ymddiriedolaeth Gwasanaethau
Ambiwlans Cymru
Ymddiriedolaeth GIG Felindre

Y Swyddfa Reoleiddio Niwclear (ONR)

Y Swyddfa Reoleiddio Niwclear (ONR)

TABL A2:YMGYMERWYR STATUDOL PERTHNASOL?

YMGYMERWR STATUDOL SEFYDLIAD

Y Grwp Comisiynu Clinigol perthnasol

Grwp Comisiynu Clinigol GIG Swydd
Gaer (CCG)

Bwrdd Comisiynu’r Gwasanaeth lechyd
Gwladol

GIG Lloegr

Yr Ymddiriedolaeth GIG berthnasol

Ymddiriedolaeth GIG Gwasanaeth
Ambiwlans Gogledd Cymru

Tim Diogelu lechyd
lechyd Cyhoeddus Cymru

Ymddiriedolaeth Gwasanaethau
Ambiwlans Cymru

Ymddiriedolaeth GIG Felindre

8 Mae'r diffiniad o ‘Ymgymerwr Statudol’ yn y Rheoliadau APFP yr un fath & hwnnw yn Adran 127 Deddf

Cynllunio 2008 (DC2008)

Tudalen 4 Atodiad 1
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YMGYMERWR STATUDOL SEFYDLIAD

Y bwrdd iechyd lleol perthnasol

Bwrdd lechyd Prifysgol Betsi Cadwaladr

Rheilffyrdd

Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd

Highways England Historical Railways
Estate

Network Rail

Trafnidiaeth Ffyrdd

Awdurdod a Gweithrediaeth Cludo
Teithwyr Glannau Merswy (Merseytravel)

Awdurdodau Camlesi neu Fordwyo
Mewndirol

Yr Ymddiriedolaeth Camlesi ac Afonydd

Cymdeithas Awdurdodau Mordwyo
Mewndirol (AINA)

Yr Awdurdod Hedfan Sifil

Yr Awdurdod Hedfan Sifil

Darparwr Gwasanaeth Cyffredinol

Royal Mail Group

Asiantaeth Cartrefi a Chymunedau

Homes England

Yr Asiantaeth yr Amgylchedd berthnasol

Asiantaeth yr Amgylchedd

Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru

Yr ymgymerwr dwr a charthffosiaeth
perthnasol

Hafren Dyfrdwy Limited

DWr Cymru

United Utilities

Y cludwr nwy cyhoeddus perthnasol

Cadent Gas Limited

Last Mile Gas Ltd

Energy Assets Pipelines Limited

ES Pipelines Ltd

ESP Networks Ltd

ESP Pipelines Ltd

ESP Connections Ltd

Fulcrum Pipelines Limited

Tudalen 5 Atodiad 1
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YMGYMERWR STATUDOL SEFYDLIAD

Harlaxton Gas Networks Limited

GTC Pipelines Limited

Independent Pipelines Limited

Indigo Pipelines Limited

Leep Gas Networks Limited

Murphy Gas Networks limited

Quadrant Pipelines Limited

National Grid Gas Plc

Scotland Gas Networks Plc

Southern Gas Networks Plc

Wales and West Utilities Ltd

Y cynhyrchydd trydan perthnasol sydd & | Uniper UK Limited
Phwerau CPO

Eclipse Power Network Limited

Last Mile Electricity Ltd

Energy Assets Networks Limited

ESP Electricity Limited

Forbury Assets Limited

Fulcrum Electricity Assets Limited

Harlaxton Energy Networks Limited

Independent Power Networks Limited

Indigo Power Limited

Leep Electricity Networks Limited

Murphy Power Distribution Limited

The Electricity Network Company Limited

UK Power Distribution Limited

Tudalen 6 Atodiad 1
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YMGYMERWR STATUDOL SEFYDLIAD

Utility Assets Limited

Vattenfall Networks Limited

SP Manweb Plc

National Grid Electricity Transmission Plc

EirGrid Interconnector Designated
Activity Company

TABL A3: AWDURODAU LLEOL ADRAN 43 (AT DDIBENION ADRAN
42(1)(B))°®

AWDURDOD LLEOL?°

Cyngor Sir Ddinbych

Cyngor Sir y Fflint

Cyngor Dinas Lerpwl

Cyngor Dwyrain Swydd Gaer

Cyngor Gorllewin Swydd Gaer a Chaer

Cyngor Bwrdeistref Halton

Cyngor Swydd Amwythig

Cyngor Bwrdeistref Warrington

Cyngor Bwrdeistref Sirol Wrecsam

Cyngor Bwrdeistref Fetropolitan Cilgwri

9 Adrannau 43 a 42(B) DC2008
10 Fel y'i diffinir yn Adran 43(3) DC2008
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Cadw

Comisiynydd y Gymraeg

Trafnidiaeth Canolbarth Cymru (TraCC)

Awdurdod Cyfunol Dinas-Ranbarth Lerpwl

Corfforaeth Datblygu Maerol Lerpwl

Corfforaethau Datblygu posibl yn y dyfodol
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CYRFF YMGYNGHORI A YMATEBODD ERBYN Y TERFYN AMSER STATUDOL:

Cadent Gas

Cadw

Yr Ymddiriedolaeth Camlesi ac Afonydd

Cyngor Gorllewin Swydd Gaer a Chaer

Dwr Cymru

Asiantaeth yr Amgylchedd

ESP Utilities Group

Cyngor Sir y Fflint

Yr Awdurdod Gweithredol lechyd a Diogelwch

Highways England

Historic England

Cyngor Plwyf Mollington

National Grid

Natural England

Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru

Cyngor Cymuned Llaneurgain

Y Swyddfa Reoleiddio Niwclear

Y Post Brenhinol

SP Energy Networks

Yr Awdurdod Glo

United Utilities
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INTRODUCTION

Background

On 03 June 2021, the Planning Inspectorate (the Inspectorate) on behalf of the
Secretary of State (SoS) received a scoping request from Liverpool Bay CCS UK
Limited (the Applicant) under Regulation 10 of the Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (the EIA Regulations) for
the proposed HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline (the Proposed
Development).

In accordance with Regulation 10 of the EIA Regulations, an Applicant may ask
the SoS to state in writing its opinion ’as to the scope, and level of detail, of the
information to be provided in the environmental statement’.

This document is the Scoping Opinion (‘the Opinion’) provided by the
Inspectorate on behalf of the SoS in respect of the Proposed Development. It is
made on the basis of the information provided in the Applicant’s reports entitled
Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report which was submitted in five
parts - the Scoping Report, Appendix A (Part 1 of 3), Appendix A (Part 2 of 3),
Appendix A (Part 3 of 3) and Appendix B.

This Opinion can only reflect the proposals as currently described by the
Applicant. The Scoping Opinion should be read in conjunction with the
Applicant’s Scoping Report.

The Applicant has notified the SoS under Regulation 8(1)(b) of the EIA
Regulations that they propose to provide an Environmental Statement (ES) in
respect of the Proposed Development. Therefore, in accordance with Regulation
6(2)(a) of the EIA Regulations, the Proposed Development is EIA development.

Regulation 10(9) of the EIA Regulations requires that before adopting a scoping

opinion the Inspectorate must take into account:

(a) any information provided about the proposed development;

(b) the specific characteristics of the development;

(c) the likely significant effects of the development on the environment; and

(d) in the case of a subsequent application, the environmental statement
submitted with the original application.

This Opinion has taken into account the requirements of the EIA Regulations as
well as current best practice towards preparation of an ES.

The Inspectorate has consulted on the Applicant’'s Scoping Report and the
responses received from the consultation bodies have been taken into account
in adopting this Opinion (see Appendix 2).

The points addressed by the Applicant in the Scoping Report have been carefully
considered and use has been made of professional judgement and experience
in order to adopt this Opinion. It should be noted that when it comes to consider
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the ES, the Inspectorate will take account of relevant legislation and guidelines.
The Inspectorate will not be precluded from requiring additional information if it
is considered necessary in connection with the ES submitted with the application
for a Development Consent Order (DCO).

This Opinion should not be construed as implying that the Inspectorate agrees
with the information or comments provided by the Applicant in their request for
an opinion from the Inspectorate. In particular, comments from the Inspectorate
in this Opinion are without prejudice to any later decisions taken (e.g. on
submission of the application) that any development identified by the Applicant
is necessarily to be treated as part of a Nationally Significant Infrastructure
Project (NSIP) or Associated Development or development that does not require
development consent.

Regulation 10(3) of the EIA Regulations states that a request for a scoping
opinion must include:

(a) a plan sufficient to identify the land;

(b) a description of the proposed development, including its location and
technical capacity;

(c) an explanation of the likely significant effects of the development on the
environment; and

(d) such other information or representations as the person making the
request may wish to provide or make.

The Inspectorate considers that this has been provided in the Applicant’s
Scoping Report. The Inspectorate is satisfied that the Scoping Report
encompasses the relevant aspects identified in the EIA Regulations.

In accordance with Regulation 14(3)(a), where a scoping opinion has been
issued in accordance with Regulation 10 an ES accompanying an application for
an order granting development consent should be based on ‘the most recent
scoping opinion adopted (so far as the proposed development remains
materially the same as the proposed development which was subject to that
opinion)’.

The Inspectorate notes the potential need to carry out an assessment under The
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (‘the Habitats
Regulations’), as amended by The Conservation of Habitats and Species
(Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations 2019, as amended by The Conservation of
Habitats and Species (Amendment) (EU Exit) Regulations 2019. This
assessment must be co-ordinated with the EIA in accordance with Regulation
26 of the EIA Regulations.

The Planning Inspectorate’s Consultation

In accordance with Regulation 10(6) of the EIA Regulations the Inspectorate
has consulted the consultation bodies before adopting a scoping opinion. A list
of the consultation bodies formally consulted by the Inspectorate is provided at
Appendix 1. The consultation bodies have been notified under Regulation
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11(1)(a) of the duty imposed on them by Regulation 11(3) of the EIA
Regulations to make information available to the Applicant relevant to the
preparation of the ES. The Applicant should note that whilst the list can inform
their consultation, it should not be relied upon for that purpose.

The list of respondents who replied within the statutory timeframe and whose
comments have been taken into account in the preparation of this Opinion is
provided, along with copies of their comments, at Appendix 2, to which the
Applicant should refer in preparing their ES.

The ES submitted by the Applicant should demonstrate consideration of the
points raised by the consultation bodies. It is recommended that a table is
provided in the ES summarising the scoping responses from the consultation
bodies and how they are, or are not, addressed in the ES.

Any consultation responses received after the statutory deadline for receipt of
comments will not be taken into account within this Opinion. Late responses will
be forwarded to the Applicant and will be made available on the Inspectorate’s
website. The Applicant should also give due consideration to those comments in
preparing their ES.
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THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT

Introduction

The following is a summary of the information on the Proposed Development
and its site and surroundings prepared by the Applicant and included in their
Scoping Report. The information has not been verified and it has been assumed
that the information provided reflects the existing knowledge of the Proposed
Development and the potential receptors/ resources.

Description of the Proposed Development

The Applicant’s description of the Proposed Development, its location and
technical capacity (where relevant) is provided in Sections 2 and 3 of the
Scoping Report.

The Proposed Development is for the installation of Carbon Capture and Storage
(CCS) infrastructure, including an underground carbon dioxide (COz) pipeline
extending from Cheshire, England to Flintshire, Wales and associated Above
Ground Installations (AGI) and Block Valve Stations (BVS). The Proposed
Development forms part of a wider scheme known collectively as the HyNet
North West hydrogen supply and CCS project (‘the Wider Scheme’). The
Proposed Development seeks to facilitate transportation of compressed CO;
captured from existing (e.g. local industry) and future (e.g. hydrogen production
plants) sources in north-west England to an offshore CO; storage facility located
within the Liverpool Bay area.

The precise location and design of each element of the Proposed Development
has not been defined at this stage in the EIA process. However, the Scoping
Report states that a 100m wide corridor has been adopted which represents the
maximum extent of the Proposed Development, including temporary
construction works. The Scoping Report states that while the 100m corridor is
considered to be the maximum extent of permanent and temporary construction
works, further work will be undertaken to identify the land that would be
required for temporary construction compounds, laydown/storage areas and
access/haul routes.

The CO: pipeline would be buried at a minimum depth of 1.2m. Figures included
in Appendix A (Part 1 of 3) of the Scoping Report identify indicative areas within
the application site for each element of the Proposed Development.

The Scoping Report states the following works are to be delivered under the
Development Consent Order (DCO) for the Proposed Development:

Grinsome Road AGI to Alcohols Site AGI CO, Pipeline

o 5.5km pipeline (up to 20 inches in diameter) transporting up to 2.5 million
tonnes per annum (Mtpa) of CO> at a pressure of 35 barg from Grinsome
Road AGI located in Ince, Cheshire to Alcohols Site AGI located within the
Stanlow Refinery site, east of Ellesmere Port, Cheshire. Two route options are
described in Table 3-1 of the Scoping Report.



Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Alcohols Site AGI to Flint AGI CO, Pipeline

32km pipeline (up to 36 inches in diameter) transporting up to 10 Mtpa of
CO. at a pressure of 35 barg from the Alcohols Site AGI located on land north
of Connah’s Quay, England to Flint AGI located on land south of Flint, Wales.
The Applicant has separated the Alcohols Site AGI to Flint AGI CO» Pipeline
into sub-sections 1-4 for the purposes of the EIA. Three route options are
described for Sections 2 and 4 in Table 3-1 of the Scoping Report.

Above Ground Installations (AGIs)

Grinsome Road AGI:

- AGI (area approximately 64m x 34m) to be sited at one of two possible
locations adjacent to the CF Fertiliser Plant, Ince, Cheshire. Grinsome
Road AGI comprises of Pipeline Inspection Gauge (PIG) launcher
facilities, CO» vent facilities, a connection flange into the Protos Biomass
Power Plant, a pipeline into the CF Fertiliser Plant and provision for
future local emitters.

Alcohols Site AGI:

- AGI to be sited within the Stanlow Refinery site, Cheshire, England.
Alcohols Site AGI comprises of PIG receiver/ launch facilities and
connections to other emitters (e.g. proposed Hydrogen Plants). The
approximate area of the Alcohols Site AGI has not been specified in the
Scoping Report.

Flint AGI:

- AGI (area approximately 99m x 72m) to be sited at one of three
possible locations south of Flint, Wales. The Flint AGI will connect the
Alcohols Site AGI to Flint AGI CO; Pipeline to the existing pipeline
between Flint AGI and the Point of Ayre and comprises of PIG receiver/
launch facilities and CO» vent facilities.

Associated Infrastructure:

- AGIs would require the construction of associated infrastructure,
including valves, control mechanisms, lighting, parking provisions,
access arrangements and instrumentation. The scale, nature and
location of associated infrastructure has not been described in the
Scoping Report.

Block Valve Stations (BVS)

Multiple BVS (area approximately 35m x 25m) located along the Alcohols Site
AGI to Flint AGI CO: Pipeline. The number and location of these BVS is yet to
be determined.

Four BVS (area approximately 35m x 25m) located along the existing natural
gas pipeline between Flint and PoA. The location of these BVS are shown in
Appendix A (Part 1 of 3) of the Scoping Report.

Other Works
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¢ Installation of Cathodic Protection (CP) Transformer Rectifier Cabinets (‘the
CP system’), including below ground cabling/ground beds and above ground
rectifier cabinets, along the length of the Proposed Development. The size,
number and location of CP systems has not been described in the Scoping
Report.

e Ancillary works, including temporary construction compounds (area
approximately 47m x 47m), temporary laydown/storage areas and temporary
access/haul routes connecting to the Proposed Development from the local
road network. The size (excluding temporary construction compounds),
number and location of ancillary works has not been described in the Scoping
Report.

The Scoping Report does not specify the heights of any of the structures
associated with the Proposed Development. However, paragraph 10.3.7 of the
Scoping Report states that the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) has been
defined using building heights of 3m, 6m and 9m. Paragraph 10.2.2 of the
Scoping Report states that the maximum height of the BVS would be 3m
(compound fence).

Operation of the Proposed Development requires repurposing and modification
of an existing gas pipeline between Flint AGI and the PoA. Works to the existing
pipeline are to be delivered via separate planning applications under the Town
and Country Planning Act (TCPA 1990) and are not included in the DCO for the
Proposed Development, except for the installation of the BVS. However, the
Applicant is seeking compulsory acquisition powers relating to the acquisition of
land rights and other powers connected to the use of the existing pipeline (as
shown in figures included in Appendix A (Part 1 of 3) of the Scoping Report).

The Scoping Report states that construction of the Proposed Development will
be phased over an 18-month period. The Scoping Report states that following
the 40-year operational lifetime the CO: pipeline and BVS would be
decommissioned (left in situ) and the AGI would be dismantled.

The Scoping Report states that trenchless crossing techniques would be used to
cross major and minor roads, railways and major watercourses (Figure 3-21 of
the Scoping Report). The specific trenchless crossing technique to be utilised
during construction of the Proposed Development has not been determined at
this stage.

The Proposed Development extends south west from Cheshire, England passing
north of Chester and south of Connah’s Quay before continuing north east
towards Flint, Wales. The Proposed Development crosses the River Dee and Bala
Lake/Afon Dyfrwdy a Llyn Tegid Special Area of Conservation (SAC) which is
hydrologically connected to the Dee Estuary/Aber Dyfrydwy SAC and the Dee
Estuary Special Protection Area (SPA), Ramsar site and the Dee Estuary Site of
Special Scientific Interest (SSSI). The Proposed Development also passes
approximately 50m north of Deeside and Buckley Newt Sites SAC and Connah’s
Quay Ponds and Woodland SSSI before crossing Flint Mountain / Mynydd y Fflint
SSSI. In total, the Scoping Report identifies nine international and 14 national
sites designated for nature conservation within 10km of the Proposed
Development boundary.
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In addition, the Scoping Report identifies five designated heritage assets within
the Proposed Development boundary, including the Moated Site, Fishpond and
Connecting Channel and Elton Scheduled Monument (SM). The Proposed
Development is primarily located within Flood Zone 2 (England) and Zone C2
(Wales), however Grinsome Road AGI is located in Flood Zone 3. The Proposed
Development coincides with or is immediately downstream of 14 Water
Framework Directive (WFD) surface water bodies and four WFD ground water
bodies. The Proposed Development coincides with Thornton le Moors Air Quality
Management Area (AQMA) and is located within 500m of five Noise Important
Areas (NIAs) and seven Noise Action Plan Priority Areas (NAPPAS).

The Proposed Development passes through predominantly agricultural land and
crosses multiple watercourses, minor/major roads and rail crossings. In
addition, the Proposed Development boundary coincides with, or is in close
proximity to residential development, community assets and greenspace,
employment land designations, agricultural land holdings, numerous Public
Rights of Way (PRoW), including The Wales Coastal Path and multiple historic
landfill sites.

The Planning Inspectorate’s Comments
Description of the Proposed Development

The Inspectorate notes that the precise location and design of some elements
of the Proposed Development have not been determined at this stage in the EIA
process, and will be refined prior to submission of the DCO application. However,
the lack of detailed information provided in the Scoping Report, particularly in
relation to the location, design and extent of ‘Other Works’ has constrained the
ability of the Inspectorate, and potentially consultation bodies, to provide
meaningful comments on its content and in some cases has prevented the
Inspectorate from being able to agree to scope matters out of the assessment
at this time.

The Inspectorate notes that further work is being undertaken to determine the
number and location of AGI, BVS and the CP system. The ES should describe
the number, location and maximum dimensions of these structures, including
the temporary vent stacks associated with the AGI and BVS. Where uncertainty
exists in relation to these elements, the Applicant must ensure that the Rochdale
envelope for the Proposed Development adequately reflects the worst-case
scenario.

The ES should also provide information on the location of access routes,
construction compounds and the location of trenchless crossings. The potential
impacts associated with trenchless crossings (such as the effects of dewatering
or the location of entry pits) should also be assessed.

The Scoping Report does not provide an assessment of the decommissioning
phase of the Proposed Development. The Inspectorate considers that an
assessment of the decommissioning phase should be provided in the ES. This
should be proportionate and include a description of the decommissioning
works, land-use requirements, and estimated timescales. The Applicant should
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clearly demonstrate that the complete lifecycle of the Proposed Development,
including the decommissioning phase, has been described and adequately
assessed in the ES. In addition, the Applicant should ensure that the operational
lifetime of the Proposed Development specified in the ES is consistent with that
set out in the DCO.

The Scoping Report does not state when construction of the Proposed
Development is likely to commence or when it is to become fully operational.
The Applicant should clearly describe the construction and operation phase of
the Proposed Development in the ES, and ensure this information is consistent
with that set out in the DCO.

The Scoping Report does not consider the potential environmental effects as
result of construction, operation or decommissioning of the CP system. The
Applicant should provide an assessment of this matter where significant effects
are likely to occur. In addition, the ES should describe how the CP system would
be decommissioned following the 40-year operational lifetime of the Proposed
Development.

Paragraph 2.1.7 of the Scoping Report outlines the projects that form the Wider
Scheme. The ES should clearly describe the relationship between the Proposed
Development and the Wider Scheme, including the extent to which the Proposed
Development is dependent on the delivery of the other projects. In addition, the
Applicant should describe the development timelines of projects that form the
Wider Scheme, including an explanation of how these will be coordinated.

The Scoping Report states that temporary construction lighting and additional
operational lighting may be required. The ES should clearly describe the location
and design of construction and operational lighting and provide an assessment
where significant effects are likely to occur. The design standards that additional
lighting will be required to meet should also be described in the ES.

Paragraph 3.5.29 of the Scoping Report states that the BVS will be powered
using connections to existing electrical and telecoms utilities, and that these
works are to be undertaken by the relevant statutory undertakers and not
included in the DCO for the Proposed Development. The Applicant should ensure
that the potential environmental effects of these connection works or any other
consequential development are considered in the assessment of cumulative
effects where significant effects are likely to occur.

Paragraph 3.6.15 of the Scoping Report states that Close Sheet Piling may be
required during construction of the Proposed Development. The Inspectorate
notes that potential impacts arising from Close Sheet Piling have only been
clearly considered in relation to Water Resources and Flood Risk. The Applicant
should ensure that the potential environmental effects of these activities are
described in other relevant aspect chapters of the ES (e.g. Noise and Vibration)
and assessed where significant effects are likely to occur.

Paragraph 3.6.27 of the Scoping Report outlines pre-commissioning activities
following installation of the CO. pipeline. The Applicant should ensure that the
potential environmental effects of these activities are described in the relevant
aspect chapters of the ES and assessed where significant effects are likely to
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occur. The Inspectorate is particularly concerned with potential impacts arising
from hydrostatic testing (e.g. discharge of water) and dewatering. The Applicant
should seek agreement with the relevant consultation bodies regarding the
assessment of pre-commissioning activities and mitigation requirements.

The Scoping Report refers to the Stanlow Refinery Plant, Stanlow Refinery Site,
Stanlow Oil Refinery and Stanlow Refinery. Due to the inconsistent description
of this locale, it is unclear if these are the same facility or different facilities
within the Proposed Development boundary. In addition, the Scoping Report
frequently refers to the Stanlow Refinery Plant and CF Fertiliser Plant when
describing the location of AGIls. The location of these features has not been
depicted in the figures provided in Appendix A of the Scoping Report. The ES
should avoid inconsistent descriptions of development components and provide
figures clearly illustrating the location of such features.

Paragraph 3.7.5 of the Scoping Report outlines typical inspection and
maintenance activities that may be undertaken during operation of the Proposed
Development. The Applicant should ensure that the potential environmental
effects of these activities, particularly bi-weekly helicopter surveys, are
described in the relevant aspect chapters of the ES and assessed where
significant effects are likely to occur. In addition, the Applicant should also
consider the potential environmental effects arising from the 25m easement
required during the 40-year operational phase of the Proposed Development.

Paragraph 3.7.6 of the Scoping Report states that issues identified during
inspection of the Proposed Development would be corrected using appropriate
remedial works. However, the Scoping Report does not include a description of
the works required for remediation. The Applicant should ensure that the
activities and associated land use requirements of remediation works are clearly
described in the ES and assessed where significant effects are likely to occur.

Paragraph 4.11.16 of the Scoping Report states that the Outline Construction
Traffic Management Plan (CTMP) will include a description of; the number of
vehicles, routes, frequency and timing of movements; worker hours and shift
patterns; laydown areas and parking; and Abnormal Indivisible Loads (AILs).
The Applicant should include information set out in the CTMP in the ES where
relevant to the assessment. The ES should also explain how AlLs would be
transported to the Proposed Development site, including the number of AlLs
required during construction. The Applicant should consider the potential effects
of transporting AlLs to the Proposed Development site within the relevant aspect
chapters of the ES. In addition, the Applicant should seek agreement with the
relevant consultation bodies on worker hours/shift patterns during construction
of the Proposed Development. The Applicant’s attention is drawn to Cheshire
West and Chester Council’s consultation response in this regard (see Appendix
2 of this report).

Table 3-1 of the Scoping Report states that the Proposed Development will cross
or be located in close proximity to multiple rivers (e.g. the River Dee) and
navigable waterways (e.g. Shropshire Union Canal). However, rivers, canals,
waterway users and associated infrastructure have not been identified as
sensitive receptors in some potentially relevant aspect chapters of the Scoping
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Report. The Applicant should ensure that the potential environmental effects of
the Proposed Development on these receptors, particularly during construction,
are considered in the relevant aspect chapters of the ES and assessed where
significant effects are likely to occur. The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the
Canal and River Trust’s consultation response in this regard.

The Scoping Report refers to ‘other enabling activities’ and ‘in-carriageway
works’. However, the Scoping Report provides no further detail regarding the
nature of these works. The Applicant should include a clear description of
enabling activities and in-carriageway works in the ES, including the location
and associated land-use requirements, and provide an assessment of these
matters where significant effects are likely to occur.

Alternatives

The EIA Regulations require that the Applicant provide ‘A description of the
reasonable alternatives (for example in terms of development design,
technology, location, size and scale) studied by the developer, which are
relevant to the proposed project and its specific characteristics, and an
indication of the main reasons for selecting the chosen option, including a
comparison of the environmental effects’.

The Inspectorate acknowledges the Applicant’s intention to consider alternatives
within the ES. The Inspectorate would expect to see a discrete section in the ES
that provides details of the reasonable alternatives studied and the reasoning
for the selection of the chosen option(s), including a comparison of the
environmental effects.

Flexibility

The Inspectorate notes the Applicant’s desire to incorporate flexibility into their
draft DCO (dDCO) and its intention to apply a Rochdale Envelope approach for
this purpose. Where the details of the Proposed Development cannot be defined
precisely, the Applicant will apply a worst-case scenario. The Inspectorate
welcomes the reference to Planning Inspectorate Advice Note nine ‘Using the
‘Rochdale Envelope’! in this regard.

The Applicant should make every attempt to narrow the range of options and
explain clearly in the ES which elements of the Proposed Development have yet
to be finalised and provide the reasons. At the time of application, any Proposed
Development parameters should not be so wide-ranging as to represent
effectively different developments. The development parameters should be
clearly defined in the dDCO and in the accompanying ES. It is a matter for the
Applicant, in preparing an ES, to consider whether it is possible to robustly
assess a range of impacts resulting from a large number of undecided
parameters. The description of the Proposed Development in the ES must not
be so wide that it is insufficiently certain to comply with the requirements of
Regulation 14 of the EIA Regulations.

1 Advice Note nine: Using the Rochdale Envelope. Available at:
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/

10
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2.3.22 It should be noted that if the Proposed Development materially changes prior to
submission of the DCO application, the Applicant may wish to consider
requesting a new scoping opinion.

11
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ES APPROACH

Introduction

This section contains the Inspectorate’s specific comments on the scope and
level of detail of information to be provided in the Applicant’s ES. General advice
on the presentation of an ES is provided in the Inspectorate’s Advice Note Seven
‘Environmental Impact Assessment: Process, Preliminary Environmental
Information and Environmental Statements’? and associated appendices.

Aspects/ matters (as defined in Advice Note Seven) are not scoped out unless
specifically addressed and justified by the Applicant and confirmed as being
scoped out by the Inspectorate. The ES should be based on the Scoping Opinion
in so far as the Proposed Development remains materially the same as the
Proposed Development described in the Applicant’s Scoping Report.

The Inspectorate has set out in this Opinion where it has/ has not agreed to
scope out certain aspects/ matters on the basis of the information available at
this time. The Inspectorate is content that the receipt of a Scoping Opinion
should not prevent the Applicant from subsequently agreeing with the relevant
consultation bodies to scope such aspects / matters out of the ES, where further
evidence has been provided to justify this approach. However, in order to
demonstrate that the aspects/ matters have been appropriately addressed, the
ES should explain the reasoning for scoping them out and justify the approach
taken.

The Inspectorate has made effort to ensure that this Scoping Opinion is informed
through effective consultation with the relevant consultation bodies.
Unfortunately, at this time the Inspectorate is unable to receive hard copy
consultation responses, and this may affect a consultation body’s ability to
engage with the scoping process. The Inspectorate also appreciates that strict
compliance with COVID-19 advice may affect a consultation body’s ability to
provide their consultation response. The Inspectorate considers that Applicants
should make effort to ensure that they engage effectively with consultation
bodies and where necessary further develop the scope of the ES to address their
concerns and advice. The ES should include information to demonstrate how
such further engagement has been undertaken and how it has influenced the
scope of the assessments reported in the ES.

Where relevant, the ES should provide reference to how the delivery of
measures proposed to prevent/ minimise adverse effects is secured through
dDCO requirements (or other suitably robust methods) and whether relevant
consultation bodies agree on the adequacy of the measures proposed.

2 Advice Note Seven: Environmental Impact Assessment: Process, Preliminary Environmental
Information and Environmental Statements and annex. Available from:
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/
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Relevant National Policy Statements (NPSs)

Sector-specific NPSs are produced by the relevant Government Departments
and set out national policy for NSIPs. They provide the framework within which
the Examining Authority (ExA) will make their recommendation to the SoS and
include the Government’s objectives for the development of NSIPs. The NPSs
may include environmental requirements for NSIPs, which Applicants should
address within their ES.

The Applicant’'s Scoping Report acknowledges that there is no specific NPS for
CO2 pipelines however the designated NPSs that appear relevant to the
Proposed Development are the:

¢ Overarching NPS For Energy (NPS EN-1); and
¢ NPS for Gas Supply Infrastructure and Gas and Oil Pipelines (NPS EN-4).
The Applicant should ensure that the revised requirements set out in any

emerging or updated NPSs for energy infrastructure have been considered in
the ES where relevant to the Proposed Development.

SCOpe of Assessment
General

The Inspectorate recommends that in order to assist the decision-making
process, the Applicant uses tables:

e to demonstrate how the assessment has taken account of this Opinion;

e to identify and collate the residual effects after mitigation for each of the
aspect chapters, including the relevant interrelationships and cumulative
effects;

e to set out the proposed mitigation and/ or monitoring measures including
cross-reference to the means of securing such measures (eg a dDCO
requirement);

e to describe any remedial measures that are identified as being necessary
following monitoring; and

e to identify where details are contained in the Habitats Regulations
Assessment (HRA report) (where relevant), such as descriptions of National
Site Network sites and their locations, together with any mitigation or
compensation measures, that inform the findings of the ES.

Baseline Scenario

The ES should include a description of the baseline scenario with and without
implementation of the development as far as natural changes from the baseline
scenario can be assessed with reasonable effort on the basis of the availability
of environmental information and scientific knowledge.
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In light of the number of ongoing developments within the vicinity of the
Proposed Development application site, the Applicant should clearly state which
developments will be assumed to be under construction or operational as part
of the future baseline.

The Scoping Report provides a description of the Study Area for each
environmental aspect to be included in the ES. However, some of the Study
Areas have not been depicted in corresponding figures in the Scoping Report.
The Applicant should illustrate the geographic extent of Study Areas in
appropriate figures for each environmental aspect considered in the ES.

Forecasting Methods or Evidence

The ES should contain the timescales upon which the surveys which underpin
the technical assessments have been based. For clarity, this information should
be provided either in the introductory chapters of the ES (with confirmation that
these timescales apply to all chapters), or in each aspect chapter.

The Inspectorate expects the ES to include a chapter setting out the overarching
methodology for the assessment, which clearly distinguishes effects that are
'significant’ from 'non-significant' effects. Any departure from that methodology
should be described in individual aspect assessment chapters.

The Inspectorate notes that the proposed assessment methodology for multiple
environmental aspects included in the Scoping Report are based on the Design
Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB). The DMRB is intended as technical
guidance on the assessment of effects arising from the construction and
operation of roads. The Applicant should provide suitable justification for why
the DMRB is appropriate technical guidance for the assessment of the Proposed
Development in the ES.

The ES should include details of difficulties (for example technical deficiencies
or lack of knowledge) encountered compiling the required information and the
main uncertainties involved.

Residues and Emissions

The EIA Regulations require an estimate, by type and quantity, of expected
residues and emissions. Specific reference should be made to water, air, soil
and subsoil pollution, noise, vibration, light, heat, radiation and quantities and
types of waste produced during the construction and operation phases, where
relevant. This information should be provided in a clear and consistent fashion
and may be integrated into the relevant aspect assessments. The ES should
include an assessment of the effects of any lighting required for the construction
or operation of the Proposed Development.

Paragraph 3.7.9 of the Scoping Report states that venting operations will be
required during operation of the Proposed Development. The Applicant should
consider the potential environmental effects of venting operations in relevant
aspect chapters of the ES and provide an assessment of this matter where
significant effects are likely to occur. In addition, the Applicant should clearly
describe the location, frequency and duration of venting activities, including the
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type, nature and quantity of component gases to be released into the
atmosphere.

Paragraph 4.12 of the Scoping Report seeks to scope effects of heat and
radiation out of the ES on the basis that the CO; pipeline will be installed
underground, and no significant sources of radiation are anticipated. The
Inspectorate agrees that effects of heat and radiation can be scoped out of the
ES.

Mitigation and Monitoring

Any mitigation relied upon for the purposes of the assessment should be
explained in detail within the ES. The likely efficacy of the mitigation proposed
should be explained with reference to residual effects. The ES should also
address how any mitigation proposed is secured, with reference to specific dDCO
requirements or other legally binding agreements.

The ES should identify and describe any proposed monitoring of significant
adverse effects and how the results of such monitoring would be utilised to
inform any necessary remedial actions.

It is noted that the Applicant intends to submit a Register of Environmental
Actions and Commitments (REAC) with the DCO application, which describes
the mitigation measures to be delivered in accordance with the Construction
Environmental Management Plan (CEMP). However, paragraph 4.7.8 of the
Scoping Report states that a draft CEMP will not be provided with the DCO
application as detail of mitigation will be set out in the REAC. The Inspectorate
requests that the DCO application contain all documents which describe
measures relied upon for the purposes of the EIA, including draft versions of the
CEMP, Construction Traffic Management Plan (CTMP), Materials Management
Plan (MMP), Site Waste Management Plan (SWMP), Construction Workers Travel
Plan (CWTP), Sediment Management Plan (SMP), Groundwater Management
Plan (GMP), Onshore CEMP and Marine CEMP referred to in the Scoping Report.
In addition, the ES should make explicit cross-reference to these documents
where relied upon for the purposes of the EIA.

Risks of Major Accidents and/or Disasters

The Inspectorate notes the intention to include an assessment in the ES of
significant adverse environmental effects resulting from the vulnerability of the
Proposed Development to accidents and disasters. The ES should include a
description and assessment (where relevant) of the likely significant effects
resulting from accidents and disasters applicable to the Proposed Development.
The Applicant should make use of appropriate guidance (e.g. that referenced in
the Health and Safety Executives (HSE) Annex to the Inspectorate’s Advice Note
11) to better understand the likelihood of an occurrence and the Proposed
Development’s susceptibility to potential major accidents and hazards. The
description and assessment should consider the vulnerability of the Proposed
Development to a potential accident or disaster and also the Proposed
Development’s potential to cause an accident or disaster. The assessment
should specifically assess significant effects resulting from the risks to human
health, cultural heritage or the environment. Any measures that will be
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employed to prevent and control significant effects should be presented in the
ES.

Relevant information available and obtained through risk assessments pursuant
to national legislation may be used for this purpose. Where appropriate, this
description should include measures envisaged to prevent or mitigate the
significant adverse effects of such events on the environment and details of the
preparedness for and proposed response to such emergencies.

Climate and Climate Change

The Inspectorate notes the intention to include an assessment of the impact on
the Proposed Development on climate and the vulnerability to climate change.
Where relevant, the ES should describe and assess the adaptive capacity that
has been incorporated into the design of the Proposed Development. This may
include, for example, alternative measures such as changes in the use of
materials or construction and design techniques that will be more resilient to
risks from climate change.

Transboundary Effects

Schedule 4 Part 5 of the EIA Regulations requires a description of the likely
significant transboundary effects to be provided in an ES. The Scoping Report
has not indicated whether the Proposed Development is likely to have significant
impacts on a European Economic Area (EEA) State.

Regulation 32 of the EIA Regulations inter alia requires the Inspectorate to
publicise a DCO application on behalf of the SoS if it is of the view that the
proposal is likely to have significant effects on the environment of a EEA state,
and where relevant, to consult with the EEA state affected.

The Inspectorate considers that where Regulation 32 applies, this is likely to
have implications for the examination of a DCO application. The Inspectorate
notes that the ES will include a description of any transboundary effects.
Where the potential for significant transboundary impacts is identified it should
be made clear which EEA States would be affected.

A Reference List

A reference list detailing the sources used for the descriptions and assessments
must be included in the ES.

Coronavirus (COVID-19) Environmental Information
and Data Collection

The Inspectorate understands government enforced measures in response to
COVID-19 may have consequences for an Applicant’s ability to obtain relevant
environmental information for the purposes of their ES. The Inspectorate
understands that conducting specific surveys and obtaining representative data
may be difficult in the current circumstances.
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The Inspectorate has a duty to ensure that the environmental assessments
necessary to inform a robust DCO application are supported by relevant and up
to date information. Working closely with consultation bodies, the Inspectorate
will seek to adopt a flexible approach, balancing the requirement for suitable
rigour and scientific certainty in assessments with pragmatism in order to
support the preparation and determination of applications in a timely fashion.

Applicants should make effort to agree their approach to the collection and
presentation of information with relevant consultation bodies. In turn the
Inspectorate expects that consultation bodies will work with Applicants to find
suitable approaches and points of reference to allow preparation of applications
at this time. The Inspectorate is required to take into account the advice it
receives from the consultation bodies and will continue to do so in this regard.

Confidential and Sensitive Information

In some circumstances it will be appropriate for information to be kept
confidential. In particular, this may relate to personal information specifying the
names and qualifications of those undertaking the assessments and / or the
presence and locations of rare or sensitive species such as badgers, rare birds
and plants where disturbance, damage, persecution or commercial exploitation
may result from publication of the information.

Where documents are intended to remain confidential the Applicant should
provide these as separate documents with their confidential nature clearly
indicated in the title and watermarked as such on each page. The information
should not be incorporated within other documents that are intended for
publication or which the Inspectorate would be required to disclose under the
Environmental Information Regulations 2004.

The Inspectorate adheres to the data protection protocols set down by the
Information Commissioners Office3. Please refer to the Inspectorate’s National
Infrastructure privacy notice* for further information on how personal data is
managed during the Planning Act 2008 process.

3 https://ico.org.uk

4 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/planning-inspectorate-privacy-notices
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4. ASPECT BASED SCOPING TABLES

4.1 Air Quality

(Scoping Report Section 5)

Applicant’s proposed matters to Inspectorate’s comments

scope out

411 | Table 5-1 Construction and Operation — Air The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
quality impacts arising from assessment on the basis that the Existing Pipeline Works are not
Existing Pipeline Works (excluding included in the DCO for the Proposed Development. The Inspectorate
BVS). agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES on the basis that

likely significant effects of the Existing Pipeline Works will be
considered in EIAs supporting separate TCPA applications. However,
the Applicant should ensure that the potential impacts of the Existing
Pipeline Works are considered in the assessment of cumulative effects
where significant effects are likely to occur.

412 | Table 5-1 Operation - Air quality impacts The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
arising from the operation of the assessment on the basis that there are no potentially significant
Proposed Development. sources of emissions of local air quality pollutants during operation of

the Proposed Development. Paragraph 5.5.4 of the Scoping Report
states that, based on the information currently available to the
Applicant, operational traffic flows are below screening thresholds set
out in the Institute of Air Quality Management (IAQM) guidance. The
Inspectorate agrees that the traffic flows associated with the
operation of the Proposed Development are unlikely to give rise to
significant effects and agree that this matter can be scoped out.

4.1.3 | Paragraph Operation — Air quality impacts Paragraph 3.7.8 of the Scoping Report indicates that potential effects
3.7.8, 5.5.5 | arising from venting operations. of venting operations include the creation of an asphyxiating
and 5.7.3
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Applicant’s proposed matters to Inspectorate’s comments

scope out

atmosphere and odour effects due to the presence of hydrogen
sulphide (H2S) in the CO, stream.

The Scoping Report proposes to scope these matters out of the
assessment on the basis that venting operations will be infrequent
and controlled via operating procedures. However, the location of
some elements of the Proposed Development have not been defined
in the Scoping Report so the proximity of the Proposed Development
to potential human and/or ecological receptors remains uncertain. In
addition, the operating procedures required to control emissions have
not been described in the Scoping Report. Therefore, the Inspectorate
does not agree that air quality effects as a result of venting
operations can be scoped out of the ES. Accordingly, the ES should
include an assessment of these matters or demonstrate agreement
with the relevant stakeholders and the absence of a likely significant
environmental effect. The Applicant’s attention is drawn to Cheshire
West and Chester Council’s (CWCC) consultation response in this
regard (see Appendix 2 of this report).

ID @ Ref Other points Inspectorate’s comments

414 | Paragraph Non-statutory sites designated for | Paragraph 5.5.1 of the Scoping Report only lists statutory sites

55.1 nature conservation and protected | designated for nature conservation as sensitive receptors that will be
species considered in the assessment of air quality. The Applicant should also
provide an assessment of air quality impacts on non-statutory sites
for nature conservation, including Local Wildlife Sites (LWS), Ancient
Woodland and protected species where significant effects are likely to
occur and cross-reference the ecology chapter (and vice-versa) where
relevant.
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4.2 Climate

(Scoping Report Section 6)

Applicant’s proposed matters to Inspectorate’s comments

scope out

Greenhouse Gases (GHG)

421 | Table 6-3 Construction — GHG emissions The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the

arising from the disposal of waste assessment on the basis that large quantities of waste are not
anticipated during construction of the Proposed Development.
However, the estimated type and quantity of waste produced during
the construction of the Proposed Development has not been specified
in the Scoping Report. Therefore, the Inspectorate does not agree
that GHG emissions arising from the disposal of construction waste
can be scoped out of the ES. Accordingly, the ES should include an
assessment of this matter or information demonstrating agreement
with the relevant stakeholders and the absence of a likely significant
environmental effect.

422 | Table 6-3 Construction — GHG emissions The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
arising from the disposal of assessment on the basis that large quantities of biomass are not
biomass anticipated during construction of the Proposed Development.

However, the estimated quantity of biomass produced during the
construction of the Proposed Development has not been specified in
the Scoping Report. Therefore, the Inspectorate does not agree that
GHG emissions arising from the disposal of biomass can be scoped
out of the ES. Accordingly, the ES should include an assessment of
this matter or information demonstrating agreement with the relevant
stakeholders and the absence of a likely significant environmental
effect.
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Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out

Operation — GHG emissions arising
from the replacement of elements
of the Proposed Development
during operational maintenance

Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Inspectorate’s comments

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that no major replacements are expected
during the operational lifetime of the Proposed Development. The
Inspectorate notes that emissions associated with routine
maintenance and refurbishment have been scoped into further
assessment and is therefore satisfied that this matter can be scoped
out.

424

Table 6-3

Operation — GHG emissions arising
from the reduction in carbon
sequestration

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that the reduction in carbon sequestration is
not considered to be large and the predominant land type is
grassland, which has minimal carbon sequestration potential.
However, the quantity and carbon sequestration potential of land to
be permanently lost during operation of the Proposed Development
has not been specified in the Scoping Report. Therefore, the
Inspectorate does not agree that GHG emissions arising from the
reduction in carbon sequestration can be scoped out. Accordingly, the
ES should include an assessment of this matter or information
demonstrating agreement with the relevant stakeholders and the
absence of a likely significant environmental effect.

425

Table 6-3

Decommissioning — GHG emissions
arising from the decommissioning
phase, including the transport and
disposal of materials

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that the CO; pipeline and BVS would be left
in situ and the AGI would be dismantled. As noted in the first part of
this report, the effects of decommissioning should be considered
within the ES. Accordingly, the ES should include an assessment of
this matter or information demonstrating agreement with the relevant
stakeholders and the absence of a likely significant environmental
effect.
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Applicant’s proposed matters to Inspectorate’s comments

scope out

Climate Resilience

426 | Table 6-18 Construction — Vulnerability of The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
construction site and workers to assessment on the basis that climate resilience measures to be
climate change included in the CEMP would result in a low vulnerability of the

construction site and workers to climate change. The Inspectorate
agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES on the basis that
the construction phase remains 18 months and climate resilience
measures will be described in the ES.

427 | Table 6-18 Operation — Vulnerability of CO» The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
pipeline to change in rainfall, assessment on the basis that the CO. pipeline exhibits low
temperature, drought, wind, vulnerability to change in rainfall, temperature, drought, wind,
humidity, storm surge and storm humidity, storm surge and storm tide due to climate change. The
tide Inspectorate agrees that these matters can be scoped out of the ES.

428 | Table 6-18 Operation — Vulnerability of AGI The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
and BVS to changes in humidity, assessment on the basis that AGI exhibit low vulnerability to change
drought, storm surge and storm in humidity, drought, storm surge and storm tide due to climate
tide. change. The Inspectorate notes that flood risk will be assessed in

another section of the ES and therefore agrees that these matters can
be scoped out further assessment in this section of the ES.

Other points Inspectorate’s comments

Greenhouse Gases (GHG)

4.29 | Paragraph GHG emissions arising from BVS Paragraph 6.5.1 of the Scoping Report states the Proposed
6.5.1 Development, including BVS located along the existing Flint AGI to
PoA CO» pipeline have been identified as potential sources of GHG
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Inspectorate’s comments

emissions. However, the Scoping Report does not state if GHG
emissions arising from BVS located along the Alcohols Site AGI to
Flint AGI CO2 Pipeline will be considered in the assessment. The
Applicant should provide an assessment of GHG emissions arising
from all BVS during operation, including those derived from the
venting operations referred to in the Air Quality chapter of the ES.

4210

Table 6-2

GHG emissions arising from
disturbance of historic landfill sites

The Inspectorate notes that Paragraph 9.3.12 of the Scoping Report
states that historic landfill sites are present within the study area for
the land and soil aspect. In the event that the pipeline route cannot
avoid all these sites, the GHG emissions from these sites during
construction should be included in the assessment.

4211

Paragraph
6.7.4

Carbon budget

Paragraph 6.7.4 of the Scoping Report states requirements set out in
the Sixth Carbon Budget issued by the Climate Change Committee
(CCC) are considered to be advice/ guidance. The Inspectorate notes
that these are now statutory requirements under the Carbon Budget
Order 2021.

4212

Paragraph
6.8.1

Small emissions sources

Paragraph 6.8.1 of the Scoping Report states that small sources of
GHG emissions have been excluded from further assessment. The
Applicant should ensure that these are clearly described in the ES,
including a suitable justification for why these potential sources of
GHG emissions have been excluded from the assessment.

4213

Paragraph
6.8.1

Avoided emissions

Paragraph 6.8.1 of the Scoping Report states that avoided GHG
emissions will be calculated from the Wider Scheme on the basis that
the Proposed Development cannot function in isolation. The Applicant
should clearly describe which elements of the Wider Scheme have
been included in the calculation of avoided GHG emissions and
provide suitable justification for why these are considered integral to
the effective operation of the Proposed Development.
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4.3 Cultural Heritage

(Scoping Report Section 7)

Applicant’s proposed matters to
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Inspectorate’s comments

scope out
431 | Table 7-1 Construction and Operation — The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
Cultural heritage impacts arising assessment on the basis that the Existing Pipeline Works are not
from Existing Pipeline Works included in the DCO for the Proposed Development. The Inspectorate
(excluding BVS) agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES on the basis that
likely significant effects of the Existing Pipeline Works will be
considered in EIAs supporting separate TCPA applications. However,
the Applicant should ensure that potential impacts of the Existing
Pipeline Works are considered in the assessment of cumulative effects
where significant effects are likely to occur.
432 | Table 7-1 Construction and Operation — The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
Direct physical impacts and assessment on the basis that there are no World Heritage Sites,
impacts on the setting of World Registered Parks and Gardens or Registered Battlefields located
Heritage Sites, Registered Parks inside, or within 2km of the Proposed Development boundary. The
and Gardens and Registered Inspectorate agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES.
Battlefields. However, the Applicant should ensure that the study area distances
reported in the ES are consistent with those used in the baseline
assessment (e.g. 1km study area).
433 | Table 7-1 Operation - Direct physical impacts | The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
and impacts on the setting of assessment on the basis that all direct physical impacts would only be
Grade 11 Listed Building Ferry Bank | incurred during construction and there would be no change in setting
Farm (Record Number 85249) during operation as the CO, pipeline is located underground. The
Inspectorate agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES on
the basis that AGI, BVS and the CP System are not located within
1km of the Grade Il Listed Building Ferry Bank Farm.
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scope out

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the

Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Inspectorate’s comments

434 Operation - Direct physical impacts
and impacts on the setting of assessment on the basis that direct physical impacts would only be
Chester Canal Conservation Area incurred during construction and there would be no change in setting
(CA) during operation as the CO; pipeline is located underground. The
Inspectorate agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES on
the basis that AGI, BVS and CP Systems are not located within 1km
of the Chester Canal CA.
435 | Table 7-1 Operation — Impacts on the setting | The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
of designated heritage assets assessment on the basis that the CO> pipeline would be located
within 500m of the CO pipeline underground and there would be no change in setting during
operation of the Proposed Development. However, it is not clear from
the Scoping Report how much screening vegetation would be lost and
not replaced and to what extent effects would persist into operation.
The Inspectorate does not agree that this matter can be scoped out
of assessment. Accordingly, the ES should include an assessment of
this matter or information demonstrating agreement with the relevant
stakeholders and the absence of a likely significant environmental
effect.
436 | Table 7-1 Operation — Direct physical impacts | The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
on non-designated below ground assessment on the basis that direct physical impacts would only be
heritage assets and incurred during construction of the Proposed Development. The
paleoenvironmental deposits within | Inspectorate agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES.
the Proposed Development
boundary (excluding BVS)
437 | Table 7-1 Construction and Operation — The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the

Direct physical impacts on non-
designated below ground heritage

assessment on the basis that below ground heritage assets and
paleoenvironmental deposits would have been removed during the
installation of the existing pipeline between Flint AGI and the PoA.
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Inspectorate’s comments

However, it is unclear if the easement of the existing pipeline
between Flint AGI and the PoA covers the full extent of proposed
BVS. In addition, the Proposed Development includes BVS situated
along the Alcohols Site AGI to Flint AGI CO: Pipeline beyond the
extent of the existing pipeline between Flint AGI and the PoA.

Therefore, the Inspectorate does not agree that direct physical
impacts on non-designated heritage assets and paleoenvironmental
deposits at BVS during construction of the Proposed Development can
be scoped out of the ES. Accordingly, the ES should include an
assessment of this matter or information demonstrating agreement
with the relevant stakeholders and the absence of a likely significant
environmental effect.

With regards to operation, the Inspectorate agrees that this matter
can be scoped out of the ES on the basis that direct physical impacts
to below ground heritage assets and paleoenvironmental deposits
would only be incurred during construction of the Proposed
Development.

Inspectorate’s comments

ID | Ref

438

Paragraphs
7.2.1 and
7.2.2

Other points

Study Areas

The ES should clearly describe how study areas have been defined
according to the sensitivity of the receiving environment and potential
impacts during construction and operation of the Proposed
Development. The study area for the assessment of effects on
settings should be informed using an agreed ZTV. The Applicant
should seek agreement with the relevant consultation bodies
regarding the study areas used to inform the assessment and
evidence this in the ES. The Applicant’s attention is drawn to
Flintshire County Council’s (FCC) consultation response in this regard.
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Inspectorate’s comments

439

Paragraph
7.2.4

Temporary construction
compounds

Paragraph 7.2.4 of the Scoping Report states that the 1km study area
used to assess the potential impacts of the Proposed Development on
the setting of above ground heritage assets was not applied to
construction compounds due to their temporary nature. However, the
Scoping Report does not specify if an alternative study area distance
was adopted for temporary construction compounds. The Applicant
should ensure that all study areas used in the assessment are clearly
described and suitably justified in the ES.

43.10

Paragraph
7.3.5

Baseline assessment

The Applicant should seek agreement with the relevant consultation
bodies regarding the data sources and heritage assets to be included
in the assessment and evidence this in the ES. In addition, the
Applicant should liaise with CWCC’s Heritage Conservation Staff,
Cheshire Archaeology Planning Advisory Service and Clwdy-Powys
Archaeological Trust to advise on local historic and environmental
issues. The Applicant’s attention is drawn to consultation responses
from Cadw, Historic England and FCC in this regard.

4311

Paragraph
7.5.1

Impacts arising from drainage on
below ground heritage assets

The ES should consider potential impacts to below ground heritage
assets as a result of alteration to drainage patterns and subsequent
damage (e.g. decomposition, destruction) to archaeological remains
and deposits.

4312

Paragraph
7.5.4

BVS located along Alcohols Site
AGI to Flint AGI CO2 Pipeline

The Scoping Report appears to focus on the potential cultural heritage
effects of BVS located along the existing pipeline between Flint AGI
and the PoA. However, the Applicant should ensure that the ES also
considers potential effects arising from all the BVS, including those
located along the Alcohols Site AGI to Flint AGI CO:2 Pipeline.

4313

Paragraph
7.7.1

Technical guidance

The Inspectorate considers that the assessment of cultural heritage
should also consider technical guidance set out in Technical Advice
Note (TAN) 24: The Historic Environment (Wales) where relevant in
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Inspectorate’s comments

Other points

the ES. The Applicant’s attention is drawn to FCC’s consultation
response in this regard (see Appendix 2 of this report).

4314

Paragraph
7.7.2

Methodology — Baseline
assessment

Paragraph 7.7.2 of the Scoping Report states that the baseline
assessment will be informed using a Historic Environment Desk Based
Assessment, site walkover survey and geophysical survey. The
geophysical survey should be informed by a geomorphological survey
of the study area, in the form of a desk-based geoarchaeological
assessment and deposit model. The ES should include an assessment
of the heritage value of hedgerows. The Applicant should seek
agreement with the relevant consultation bodies regarding the
approach to the baseline assessment and evidence this in the ES. The
Applicant’s attention is drawn to consultation responses from Historic
England (HE) and FCC in this regard (see Appendix 2 of this report).

43.15

Paragraph
7.9

Methodology — Impacts on the
setting of heritage assets

Paragraph 7.7.2 of the Scoping Report states that the qualitative
assessment of the potential effects of the Proposed Development on
the setting of above ground heritage assets will be undertaken in
accordance with The Setting of Heritage Assets, Historic England (HE)
(2017) and Setting of Historic Assets in Wales, Cadw (2017). The
application of different assessment methodologies (depending on the
location of the heritage asset in question) may result in comparable
impacts being assessed differently in the ES. Therefore, as advised by
Cadw (see Appendix 2 of this report) it is considered that the
Applicant should conduct the assessment of this matter in accordance
with the methodology set out in ‘The Setting of Heritage Assets’, HE
(2017).
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4.4

Biodiversity

(Scoping Report Section 8)

Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out

Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Inspectorate’s comments

441 | Table 8-4 Ecological impacts arising from the | The Inspectorate notes that the dDCO would not seek consent for any
existing pipeline works (excluding works on the existing pipeline works other than the BVS. The
BVS) Inspectorate therefore agrees that these matters can be scoped out
of the ES. However, the Applicant should ensure that the potential
impacts of the Existing Pipeline Works are considered in the
assessment of cumulative effects where significant effects are likely
to occur.
442 | Table 8-4 Operation - Effects on international | The level of information in the Scoping Report on activities during

and national designated sites,
habitats of conservation
importance, watercourses and
waterbodies, amphibians, reptiles,
terrestrial invertebrates, aquatic
macroinvertebrates, macrophytes,
hazel dormouse and other
mammals not subject to legal
protection.

operation/maintenance of the Proposed Development is limited. The
mitigation measures likely to relied on to avoid significant effects
have not been described. In the absence of such information the
Inspectorate is not in a position to agree to scope these matters from
the assessment. Accordingly, the ES should include an assessment of
these matters or the information referred to demonstrating
agreement with the relevant stakeholders and the absence of a likely
significant environmental effect.

Other points

443

Paragraph
8.2

Study area

Inspectorate’s comments

This section presents a range of study areas for the desk and survey
area. However, it is not clear what the justification is for the extents
listed. The ES must provide an explanation as to why the extent of
the various study areas is sufficient to capture the zone of influence
of the Proposed Development. Where professional judgement has
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Other points Inspectorate’s comments

been relied on, some explanation of the reasoning behind that
judgement should be provided.

444 | Paragraph List of sites and habitats covered in | The list of features covered by the desk study does not include non-
8.2.3 the desk study statutory LWS although these are likely to be present within the study
area for the Proposed Development — the response from the Canal
and River Trust (see Appendix 2 of this report) indicates that the
canal corridor is a County Wildlife Site. The ES should include these
non-statutory sites as receptors in the assessment of ecological
effects.

445 | Table 8-1 Bird surveys Table 8-1 states that surveys would be carried out in specifically
selected transects but does not explain how these transects would be
selected. The advice from Natural Resources Wales (NRW), Natural
England (NE), CWCC and FCC identify potential effects on functionally
linked land used by birds associated with the Dee Estuary Special
Protection Area (SPA)/Ramsar site/Site of Special Scientific Interest
(SSSI) and the Mersey Estuary SPA/Ramsar site/SSSI. The baseline
data in the ES should include bird surveys for the affected land; the
Applicant is advised to seek agreement from the relevant
stakeholders on the extent, location and methodology of any bird
surveys.

446 | Table 8-1 Best practice guidelines The Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management
(CIEEM) has recently published an updated list of good practice
guidance. The Applicant is encouraged to derive their methodologies
from the documents included on this list.

447 | Paragraph Biodiversity net gain The Inspectorate notes the intention to deliver biodiversity net gain
8.4.3 as part of the Proposed Development. The assessment of net gain
reported in the ES should be based on an appropriate metric that
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ID Ref

Other points

Inspectorate’s comments

allows a clear understanding of how gains and losses have been
calculated.

448

Section 8.5

Likely significant effects

It is recognised that Table 8-4 is not an exhaustive list of the likely
significant effects from the Proposed Development. However, there
are a number of potentially significant impacts which do not appear to
have been addressed. The ES must either address them or
demonstrate that their exclusion has been agreed with the relevant
stakeholders:

e Section 16 of the Scoping Report refers to potential effects on
groundwater as a result of de-watering during construction but
this is not identified as a potential effect on ecological
receptors.

e Impacts associated with the potential introduction or spread of
invasive non-native species.

¢ Impacts on functionally linked land linked to SAC/SPA/Ramsar
sites.

e Vibration caused by the drilling of the cable route under the
River Dee which could affect migratory fish species which are
features of the Dee SAC.

e Potential run off from spoil from the trench excavations which
could affect the Dee Estuary SAC/Ramsar site/SPA/SSSI

The Applicant is advised to seek agreement with NRW, NE, CWCC and
FCC on the appropriate receptors and effects to be included in the
assessment of the effects of the Proposed Development.

449

Paragraph
8.8.2

Effect of access restrictions on
baseline assessment

The Scoping Report states that where access restrictions prevent a
full ecological baseline assessment ‘...a precautionary principle will be
applied to the assessment of any ecological features. The
precautionary principle will assume a ‘reasonable worst-case scenario’
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ID @ Ref Other points Inspectorate’s comments

informed by professional experience and knowledge, desk-based
information and field-based evidence (where available) for any
feature/receptor unable to be accessed or fully surveyed. Utilising the
aforementioned approach will ensure that appropriate
recommendations and/or mitigation are provided even though these
may not later be required. Any recommendations/mitigation can
thereafter be amended according once access/survey has been
possible.” The Inspectorate is concerned that the proposed approach
appears to pose a risk that the ES would not provide a robust
baseline or an informed assessment of effects and likely mitigation
requirements. Mechanisms are available to the Applicant to obtain
access to land should this be refused. The baseline in the ES must be
based on up to date baseline survey unless otherwise agreed with the
relevant stakeholders.
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4.5

Land and Soil

(Scoping Report Section 9)

Table 9-1

Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out

Operation - Contaminated soil
leading to effects on human health

Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Inspectorate’s comments

The Scoping Report seeks to scope out effects during operation on
the grounds that any potential effect pathways would be addressed
through a Remediation Strategy to be implemented during the
construction phase. The Inspectorate notes that issues relating to
contamination would be addressed during construction and therefore
agrees that this matter can be scoped out of further assessment in
the ES.

452

Table 9-1

Operation - Contaminants reaching
controlled water receptors

Table 9-1 notes that there is the potential for contaminants to be
mobilised during construction but states that there is no effect
pathway which could lead to effects during operation. However, it is
not clear from the information presented in the Scoping Report what
evidence supports this conclusion. The Inspectorate is not therefore
in a position to agree to scope these matters from the assessment.
Accordingly, the ES should include an assessment of this matter or
information demonstrating agreement with the relevant stakeholders
and the absence of a likely significant environmental effect.

453

Table 9-1

Construction - Effects on pipes and
cables from aggressive ground
contaminants

The Scoping Report seeks to scope out effects as there would be
insufficient time in the construction phase for contaminants to affect
pipes and cables. The Inspectorate notes that effects during operation
would be subject to further assessment so is content that
construction effects can be scoped out of further consideration.
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Other points

Scoping Opinion for
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Inspectorate’s comments

454

Paragraph
9.2.1

Study area for impacts on lands

and soils

The Scoping Report states that the study area will cover the red line
boundary shown in Figures 3-1 to 3-7 for the new pipeline plus a 50m
buffer. The Scoping Report does not provide any justification as to
why this extent is deemed sufficient to capture the effects of the
Proposed Development. Section 9.7 of the Scoping Report states that
the assessment methodology will follow the guidance in LA 109
Geology and Soils. The use of a standard buffer does not appear to
reflect the approach described in paragraph 3.5 of LA 109. The ES
must clearly explain how the extent of the study area captures the
effects from the Proposed Development.

455

Paragraphs
9.3.7 &
9.4.1

Possible old coal mining works

The Scoping Report notes that a section of the pipeline in Wales is
located within a Coal Mining Reporting Area and that coal mining
related stability issues will be assessed in line with best practice
guidance. The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments from
the Coal Authority contained in Appendix 2 of this report. The ES
should include an assessment of any risks associated with coal mining
structures/voids that would be affected by the Proposed
Development.

456

Paragraph
9.4.1

Remediation strategy

The Scoping Report states that a suitable remediation strategy will be
agreed with the relevant local authorities. If this strategy is going to
be relied on to avoid significant environmental effects the ES must
include an outline of the proposed strategy as a minimum to
demonstrate that delivery of the remediation would be feasible.

457

Section 9.7

Baseline data gathering

The Scoping Report provides a brief outline of the methods that would
be used to collect baseline data. A targeted Agricultural Land
Classification survey is proposed along with an intrusive ground
investigation.

35



Other points
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Inspectorate’s comments

ID | Ref

The ES must explain the rationale behind any targeting of surveys;
where surveys do not cover the whole area affected by the Proposed
Development the ES should explain why the baseline information is
adequate to capture the existing situation.

458

Table 9-1

Mineral Safeguarding Areas

Table 9-1 identifies potential effects on sand and gravel extraction
sites in the CWCC Local Plan. FCC have advised that sites in Flintshire
may also be affected (see Appendix 2 of this report), particularly in
the vicinity of the Flint AGI. The ES should identify and assess effects
on all the Mineral Safeguarding Areas affected by the Proposed
Development.

459

Disposal of excavated materials

The Scoping Report does not explain how material excavated during
the construction of the Proposed Development would be handled or if
off-site disposal would be required. This matter must be addressed in
the ES and any significant environmental effects assessed.
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4.6

Landscape and Visual

(Scoping Report Section 10)

Table 10-2

Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out

Landscape and visual impacts
arising from existing pipeline
works, excluding BVS

Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Inspectorate’s comments

The Inspectorate notes that the dDCO would not seek consent for any
works on the existing pipeline other than in respect of the BVS. The
Inspectorate therefore agrees that this matter can be scoped out of
the ES. However, the Applicant should ensure that the potential
impacts of the Existing Pipeline Works are considered in the
assessment of cumulative effects where significant effects are likely
to occur.

46.2

Table 10-2

Clwydian Range and Dee Valley
Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty
(AONB)

The Scoping Report seeks to scope out an assessment of effects on
the AONB as it is beyond the study area; in addition the extract from
the Google Viewshed Tool (Figure 10-2 of the Scoping Report) shows
there is no inter-visibility between the AONB and the Flint AGI (based
on a maximum height of 9m for the AGI). The BVS would be located
3km away from the nearest AONB boundary and would have a
maximum height of 3m. The Inspectorate is satisfied that the
Proposed Development is sufficiently distant from the AONB to avoid
significant effects. However, if the height or locations of the AGI or
BVS alter as the project design evolves then the ES should either
include an assessment of effects on the AONB or a justification as to
why significant effects on the AONB would not arise.

463

Table 10-2

Receptors beyond 2km

The Scoping Report seeks to scope out an assessment of effects on
receptors over 2km from the Proposed Development, based on the
results of the initial desktop review and site visit. The Inspectorate
agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the assessment.
However, if the height or locations of the AGI or BVS alter as the
project design evolves then the ES should either include an
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scope out

Scoping Opinion for
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Inspectorate’s comments

assessment of effects on receptors beyond 2km or a justification as to

why significant effects on these receptors would not arise.

464

Table 10-2

Receptors beyond 500m of the BVS
along the existing Flint — POA
pipeline

The Scoping Report seeks to scope out assessment of effects on
receptors beyond 500m of the BVS on the basis of the initial desktop
review and due to the limited height of these structures. The
Inspectorate agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the
assessment. However, if the height or locations of the BVS alter as
the project design evolves then the ES should either include an
assessment of effects on receptors beyond 500m of the BVS or a
justification as to why significant effects on these receptors would not
arise.

Other points

Inspectorate’s comments

465 | Paragraph Visual amenity receptors It is not clear from the Scoping Report if canal users have been
10.3.9 identified as receptors in addition to residents and footpath users. The
ES should either include effects on canal users or provide a
justification as to why they would not experience significant effects.
466 | Table 10-1 Viewpoint locations The Applicant is advised to finalise the list of viewpoint locations in
conjunction with relevant stakeholders including the local authorities
and NRW.
46.7 | Paragraphs | Assessment of effects from lighting | The Scoping Report states that the need for the assessment of
10.7.6 & lighting effects on visual amenity during the construction phase would
10.8.1 be considered when ‘...further details become available at a later

date’. The ES should contain an assessment of lighting effects on
visual amenity and landscape character during construction and
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ID @ Ref Other points Inspectorate’s comments

operation or a justification as to why significant effects would not
arise.
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4.7 Major Accidents and Disasters

(Scoping Report Section 11)

Applicant’s proposed matters to Inspectorate’s comments

scope out

471 | Table 11- e Earthquakes The Inspectorate is satisfied, based on the reasoning and evidence
3/Appendix presented in the Scoping Report that risks to or from the Proposed

e Volcanic activit
B Y Development can be excluded from these matters.

e Landslides

¢ Sinkholes

e Tsunamis

e Avalanches

e Thunderstorms

e Wave surges

e Droughts

e Solar flares

e Solar energetic particles
¢ Coronal mass ejections
e Fog

o Wildfires

e Disease epidemics

e Animal diseases

e Public demonstrations
resulting in violence
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Applicant’s proposed matters to Inspectorate’s comments

scope out

¢ Widespread damage to
societies and economies

e The need for large scale
humanitarian assistance,

e Hindrance to such relief from
political or military
constraints

e Security risks for relief
workers

e Famine
o Population displacement
e Dam breaches

e Failures in the water supply
or sewage systems

e Terrorist attacks
e Bridge failure
¢ Mast and tower collapse

e Property or bridge
demolition accidents

e Tunnel failure/fire

472 | Table 11- e Cyclones, hurricanes, The Scoping Report seeks to scope out effects from these events on
3/Appendix typhoons, storms and gales | the grounds that cyclones, hurricanes and typhoons do not occur in
B the UK. Damage from storms and gales to the AGI and BVS is

Extreme temperatures . . . .
* P possible but the design of these structures takes the UK climate into

account. The risk is stated not to be significantly different to other
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Applicant’s proposed matters to Inspectorate’s comments

scope out

infrastructure in the locality. A similar statement is made about the
vulnerability of the Proposed Development to extreme temperatures.

However, the Scoping Report does not provide evidence to support
the statements about the design of the Proposed Development. It is
not clear to the Inspectorate how relevant it is that the level of risk
would be the same as for other infrastructure in the locality — it is the
level of risk to or from the Proposed Development that should be
addressed in the ES. The Inspectorate is therefore not in a position to
agree to scope out these matters from the assessment. Accordingly,
the ES should include an assessment of these matters or information
demonstrating agreement with the relevant stakeholders and the
absence of a likely significant environmental effect.

473 | Table 11- Poor air quality The Scoping Report seeks to scope out these matters on the grounds
3/Appendix that construction effects would be temporary and would be subject to
B mitigation. No significant effects on local air quality are predicted

during the operational phase. The Inspectorate notes that the effects
on air quality will be considered elsewhere in the ES and are unlikely
to lead to risk to or from the Proposed Development in terms of major
accidents or disasters. Accordingly, the Inspectorate agrees this
matter can be scoped out of further consideration in this section of

the ES.
474 | Table 11- Nuclear The Scoping Report seeks to scope out risks to the Proposed
3/Appendix Development on the grounds that nuclear sites in the UK operate to a
B very high safety standard and there are no nuclear sites within a 5km

corridor along the Proposed Development. However, the response
from the Office of Nuclear Regulation (see Appendix 2 of this report)
identifies the Capenhurst nuclear licensed site which is within 5km of
the Proposed Development. The Inspectorate does not therefore
agree to scope out this matter from the assessment. Accordingly, the
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Applicant’s proposed matters to
scope out

Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Inspectorate’s comments

ES should include an assessment of this matter or information
demonstrating agreement with the relevant stakeholders and the
absence of a likely significant environmental effect.

4.75

Table 11-3

Mines and storage caverns

The Scoping Report states that part of the Proposed Development is
located in a Coal Mining Reporting area because of the history of
mining in the area. The risk of stability issues associated with the
possible presence of shallow workings has been excluded on the
grounds that any potential problems would be addressed in line with
Coal Authority guidance. The Inspectorate notes that the effects from
historic mine workings should be addressed elsewhere in the ES.
Accordingly, the Inspectorate agrees this matter can be scoped out of
further consideration in this section of the ES.

476

Table 11-3

Road traffic accidents

The Scoping Report seeks to scope out risks from transport accidents
on the grounds that construction traffic would be managed and where
necessary effects would be mitigated to minimise the risk of causing
accidents. Traffic levels during operation are not predicted to be
significant. The pipeline would be buried to a depth that would make
it unlikely that it would be affected by road traffic accidents. The AGI
and BVS would be located at least 100m from major roads and are
within a fenced compound so are unlikely to be affected during a
major accident. The Inspectorate notes that the effects on road safety
will be considered elsewhere in the ES and are unlikely to lead to risk
to or from the Proposed Development in terms of major accidents or
disasters. Accordingly, the Inspectorate agrees this matter can be
scoped out of further consideration in the ES.

4.7.7

Table 11-
3/Appendix
B

Rail traffic accidents

The Scoping Report seeks to scope out increased risk of rail accidents
because trenchless rail crossing techniques would be used to avoid
affecting railway operation. There would also be close liaison with the
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Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out

rail operator during works close to or under rail lines. Risks of long-

Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Inspectorate’s comments

term impacts on the pipeline from subsidence and vibration would be
addressed through the design of the pipeline. As the pipeline would
be buried and the AGI and BVS would be a long distance from the
railway lines, rail accidents are not expected to pose a significant risk
to the Proposed Development. The Inspectorate agrees this matter
can be scoped out of further consideration in the ES.

478

Table 11-
3/Appendix
B

Accidents on the Shropshire Union
Canal

The Scoping Report seeks to scope out risks to or from the Proposed
Development crossing the canal on the grounds that trenchless
crossing techniques would be used. There would also be close liaison
with the canal operator during construction. As the pipeline would be
a sealed and buried feature the Scoping Report considers that
significant effects on or from the canal waters would not occur during
operation. The Inspectorate notes that the Canal and River Trust do
not agree that, based on the information presently available, effects
on the canal should be scoped out (see Appendix 2 of this report).
Accordingly, the ES should include an assessment of these matters or
information demonstrating agreement with the relevant stakeholders
and the absence of a likely significant environmental effect. The ES
should also assess impacts on the safety of canal users and the
structural integrity of the canal unless otherwise agreed with the
Canal and River Trust.

479

Table 11-
3/Appendix
B

Aviation

The Scoping Report notes that Hawarden Airport is located 530m
south east of the Proposed Development. It states that as the pipeline
would be buried during operation the Proposed Development would
be protected against ground aviation incidents and is unlikely to
contribute to aviation accidents. The Inspectorate agrees that effects
on or from aviation can be scoped out of further assessment.

44



Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Applicant’s proposed matters to Inspectorate’s comments

scope out
4710 | Table 11- Accidental pollution releases to air | The Scoping Report seeks to scope out effects during construction as
3/Appendix dust and other emissions would be temporary and either controlled
B under relevant legislation or subject to mitigation. The Inspectorate

notes that this matter would be considered in other parts of the ES
and is unlikely to lead to significant environmental effects so are
satisfied that this matter can be scoped out of this section of the ES.

4711 | Table 11- Accidental pollution releases to The Scoping Report seeks to scope these matters out on the grounds
3/Appendix | land or water that standard control measures would be implemented to manage
B risks of spills or leaks. The Inspectorate notes that these matters will

be considered elsewhere in the ES and are satisfied that these
matters can be scoped out of this section of the ES.

4712 | Table 11-3 Flood defence failure The Scoping Report seeks to scope out effects from flood defence
failure on the grounds that the Proposed Development would be
designed to include allowances for further climate change predictions.
The risks to the Alcohols Site and Grinsome Road AGIs would benefit
from the existing flood defences. The risk to these structures would
be no greater than that for similar major hazard installations
protected by the same defences. The Inspectorate notes that flood
risk will be considered elsewhere in the ES so agrees that this matter
can be scoped out of this section of the ES.

Other points Inspectorate’s comments

4.713| Section 11.2 | Study area The Scoping Report defines the study area on the basis of man-made
or natural features which could pose a risk to the Proposed
Development. These are stated to be based on information held by
the Applicant and their consultant but there is no further explanation
or justification. The ES must explain the reasoning and/or evidence
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Scoping Opinion for
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Inspectorate’s comments

ID | Ref

used to determine these distances — a simple reference to
professional judgement will not be adequate.

4.7.14

Section 11.4

Design, mitigation and
enhancement measures

Where measures are designed to avoid or reduce significant effects
these should be clearly described. If reliance is being placed on the
provisions in the CEMP then as a minimum an outline CEMP should be
provided which contains details of any measures referred to in the ES.
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4.8

Materials and Waste

(Scoping Report Section 12)

Table 12-8

Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out

Construction and Operation —
Impacts arising from the Existing
Pipeline Works (excluding BVS)

Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Inspectorate’s comments

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that the Existing Pipeline Works are not
included in the DCO for the Proposed Development. The Inspectorate
agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES on the basis that
likely significant effects of the Existing Pipeline Works will be
considered in EIAs supporting separate TCPA applications. However,
the Applicant should ensure that potential impacts of the Existing
Pipeline Works are considered in the assessment of cumulative effects
where significant effects are likely to occur.

482

Table 12-8

Construction and Operation —
Impacts arising from the extraction
of raw resources and the
manufacture of products

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that impacts and effects arising from the
extraction of raw resources and the manufacture of products cannot
be assured with any accuracy. The Inspectorate does not consider the
absence or quality of available information to be an appropriate basis
for scoping matters out of the assessment. Notwithstanding this, the
Inspectorate agrees that this matter can be scoped out, on the basis
that the nature and quantity of materials and resources required to
facilitate construction and operation of the Proposed Development will
be reported in the ES.

483

Table 12-8

Operation - Impacts arising from
the consumption of material
resources

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that impacts associated with routine repair
and maintenance activities are considered to be minimal. The
Inspectorate agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES.
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484

Table 12-8

Applicant’s proposed matters to

Operation - Impacts arising from
the disposal and recovery of waste

Scoping Opinion for
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Inspectorate’s comments

scope out

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that materials and waste impacts associated
with routine repair and maintenance activities are considered to be
minimal. The Inspectorate agrees that this matter can be scoped out
of the ES.

485

Table 12-8

Construction and Operation - the
requirement for a lifecycle
assessment (including embodied
carbon and water) of materials,
site arisings and waste.

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that the effort and resources required to
undertake a lifecycle assessment of these elements is deemed
disproportionate and offers little benefit to the assessment of
significance.

The Inspectorate does not consider the effort and resources required
to undertake environmental assessment to be an appropriate basis
for scoping matters out of the assessment. However, the need for
proportionate EIA is acknowledged.

It is noted that Table 6-3 of the Scoping Report states that embodied
emissions arising from the manufacture and transport of raw
materials to suppliers during construction of the Proposed
Development has been scoped into the assessment. On this basis the
Inspectorate agrees that the requirement for a lifecycle assessment
of materials, site arisings and waste can be scoped out.

With regards to operation, given that potential effects will be limited
to inspections and maintenance activities, the Inspectorate agrees
that this matter can be scoped out of the ES.

486

Table 12-8

Construction and Operation —
Impacts arising from the
transportation of materials and

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that impacts arising from the transportation
of materials and waste to and from the Proposed Development site
will be considered in the assessment of air quality, climate, traffic and
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Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out

waste to and from the Proposed

Development site

transport and noise and vibration. The Inspectorate agrees that this

Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Inspectorate’s comments

matter can be scoped out of the ES on the basis that likely significant
effects are considered in the relevant aspect chapters of the ES.

487

Table 12-8

Construction and Operation -
Impacts on human health and
controlled waters as a result of
contaminated site arisings

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that impacts arising from the transportation
of materials and waste to and from the Proposed Development site
will be considered in the assessment of geology and soils. The
Inspectorate assumes the Applicant is referring to the assessment of
Land and Soil. The Inspectorate agrees that this matter can be
scoped out of the ES on the basis that likely significant effects are
considered in the relevant aspect chapters of the ES, including the
assessment of Land and Soil referred to in the Scoping Report.

The Applicant should seek agreement with the relevant consultation
bodies regarding the transport and disposal of contaminated
materials during construction of the Proposed Development. The
Applicant’s attention is drawn to the NRW consultation response in
this regard (see Appendix 2 of this report).

Other points

Inspectorate’s comments

488

Table 12-7

Waste stockpiling/storage

Table 12-7 of the Scoping Report states that the Applicant may
identify areas for stockpiling and storing of waste during construction
of the Proposed Development. The Applicant should ensure that the
location and extent of waste stockpiles/ storage areas are clearly
described in the ES and provide an assessment of this matter where
significant effects are likely to occur.
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4.9 Noise and Vibration

(Scoping Report Section 13)

Applicant’s proposed matters to Inspectorate’s comments

scope out

491 | Table 13-1 Construction and Operation — Noise | The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the

and vibration impacts arising from | assessment on the basis that the Existing Pipeline Works are not

the Existing Pipeline Works included in the DCO for the Proposed Development. The Inspectorate
(excluding BVS) agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES on the basis that
likely significant effects of the Existing Pipeline Works will be
considered in EIAs supporting separate TCPA applications. However,
the Applicant should ensure that potential impacts of the Existing
Pipeline Works are considered in the assessment of cumulative effects
where significant effects are likely to occur.

492 | Table 13-1 Operation — Noise impacts arising The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the

from road traffic movements assessment on the basis that road traffic movements during
operation of the Proposed Development are not expected to adversely
affect noise sensitive receptors. The Inspectorate agrees that the
level of traffic associated with the operation and maintenance of the
Proposed Development is unlikely to give rise to significant effects
and agrees this matter can be scoped out of further assessment.

493 | Table 13-1 Operation — Vibration impacts The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
arising from operation of the assessment on the basis that operation of the Proposed Development
Proposed Development is not expected to generate significant levels of vibration. However,

the potential sources and magnitude of vibration produced during
operation of the Proposed Development remains uncertain at this
stage. In addition, there is further uncertainty regarding the location
and design of some elements of the Proposed Development (e.g. AG
and BVS) and their proximity to sensitive receptors. Therefore, the
Inspectorate does not agree that this matter can be scoped out of the
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Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out
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Inspectorate’s comments

assessment. Accordingly, the ES should include an assessment of this

matter or information demonstrating agreement with the relevant
stakeholders and the absence of a likely significant environmental
effect.

Other points

Inspectorate’s comments

Paragraph
13.4.3

Mitigation

Paragraph 13.4.3 of the Scoping Report describes mitigation
measures that may be implemented during construction and
operation of the Proposed Development, including the installation of
acoustic screening. The ES should address the potential adverse
effects of mitigation measures in the relevant aspect chapters of the
ES (e.g. Landscape and Visual) where significant effects are likely to
occur.

495

Paragraph
13.9

Technical guidance

The Inspectorate considers that the assessment of noise and vibration
should also consider technical guidance set out in Technical Advice
Note (TAN) 11: Noise (Wales) where relevant in the ES. The
Applicant’s attention is drawn to FCC’s consultation response in this
regard (see Appendix 2 of this report).
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4.10 Population and Human Health

4101

(Scoping Report Section 14)

Table 14.3

Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out

Construction - Effects arising from
existing pipeline works

Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Inspectorate’s comments

The Inspectorate notes that the dDCO would not seek consent for any
works on the existing pipeline works other than the BVS. The
Inspectorate therefore agrees that these matters can be scoped out
of the ES. However, the Applicant should ensure that the potential
impacts of the Existing Pipeline Works are considered in the
assessment of cumulative effects where significant effects are likely
to occur.

4102

Table 14.3

Operation - Private property and
housing during

The Scoping Report scopes in effects during construction but does not
make any reference to any potential effects during operation. Given
that the location and final dimensions of the AGIs and BVS have yet
to be determined the Inspectorate does not have sufficient evidence
to agree to scope out this matter. Accordingly, the ES should include
an assessment of this matter or demonstrate agreement with the
relevant stakeholders and the absence of a likely significant
environmental effect.

4103

Table 14.3

Operation - Community land and
assets

The Scoping Report seeks to scope out this matter from further
assessment on the grounds that access to community land and assets
will be permanently maintained. The landscape and visual impacts
from the Proposed Development will be assessed elsewhere in the ES.
The Inspectorate agrees that significant effects are unlikely and
therefore this matter can be scoped out of further assessment in this
section of the ES.
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Applicant’s proposed matters to Inspectorate’s comments

scope out
4104 | Table 14.3 Construction and Operation - The Scoping Report seeks to scope out this matter from further
Agricultural land holdings assessment on the grounds that effects during construction are likely

to be minimal. Land and hedgerows affected by construction would be
reinstated so operational effects are predicted to be minimal.
However, the dimensions and locations of the AGI and BVS have yet
to be finalised. The Inspectorate does not have sufficient evidence to
agree to scope this matter out of further assessment. Accordingly,
the ES should include an assessment of this matter or demonstrate
agreement with the relevant stakeholders and the absence of a likely
significant environmental effect.

4105 | Table 14.3 Operation - Public access for The Scoping Report seeks to scope out this matter from further
walkers, cyclists and horse riders assessment on the grounds that any affected Public Rights of Way
(PRoW) would be diverted. The Inspectorate agrees that this matter
can be scoped out of further assessment. However, this is on the
basis that the assessment of effects at the construction stage should
clearly demonstrate how PRoW would be diverted, whether the
diversion route would be as accessible for users as the section of
PRoW to be lost and the feasibility of delivering the diversion.

4106 | Table 14.3 Operation - Human health The Scoping Report seeks to scope out this matter from further
assessment on the grounds that significant effects are unlikely.
However, as the locations and dimensions of the AGI and BVS have
yet to be finalised and the noise and air quality assessments have not
been completed, the Inspectorate does not have sufficient evidence
to conclude that significant effects would not arise. Accordingly, the
ES should include an assessment of this matter or demonstrate
agreement with the relevant stakeholders and the absence of a likely
significant environmental effect.
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Inspectorate’s comments

4.10.7

Paragraph
14.2.2

Study area

The Scoping Report identifies study areas based on the guidance in
DMRB LA 112 Population and Human Health. The Scoping Report
states that although the DMRB is guidance on the assessment of road
schemes it provides the best methodology ‘in the context of the
Proposed Development’ but does not explain why this is the case. The
ES should provide a justification as to why this methodology is
appropriate for the assessment of effects on the Proposed
Development.

4108

Paragraph
14.3.5

Community land and assets

It is noted that the list of community land and assets receptors is not
exhaustive. If any healthcare facilities are located in the study area or
access to such facilities would be affected then these should also be
included as receptors in the assessment.
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4.11 Traffic and Transport

4111

(Scoping Report Section 15)

Table 15-2

Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out

Construction and Operation —
Impacts arising from the Existing
Pipeline Works (excluding BVS)

Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Inspectorate’s comments

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that the Existing Pipeline Works are not
included in the DCO for the Proposed Development. The Inspectorate
agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES on the basis that
likely significant effects of the Existing Pipeline Works will be
considered in EIAs supporting separate TCPA applications. However,
the Applicant should ensure that potential impacts of the Existing
Pipeline Works are considered in the assessment of cumulative effects
where significant effects are likely to occur.

4112

Table 15-2

Operation — Impacts arising from
severance, driver delay, pedestrian
delay, pedestrian amenity, fear and
intimidation and highway safety

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that operation of the Proposed Development
would not be likely to result in increased traffic flow or changes to
traffic composition. The Inspectorate agrees that the level and type of
traffic associated with the maintenance of the Proposed Development
are unlikely to lead to significant effects and agrees that this matter
can be scoped out of further assessment.

Other points

Inspectorate’s comments

411.3

Paragraph
15.3.9

PRoW, Sustrans Cycle Network and
Wales Coast Path

The Applicant should describe the current usage and condition of each
PRoW, Sustrans Cycle Network and Wales Coast Path identified in the
baseline assessment and how these contribute to the use of
community land and assets within the study area for the Proposed
Development. In addition, the Applicant should seek agreement with
the relevant consultation bodies regarding the approach to the

55



Other points
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Inspectorate’s comments

assessment and mitigation, including requirements for temporary
and/or permanent diversions of existing PRoW. The Applicant’s
attention is draw to consultation responses from CWCC and FCC in
this regard (see Appendix 2 of this report).

4114

Paragraph
15.8.20

Technical guidance

The Scoping Report states that the thresholds of magnitude have
been based on the DMRB guidance (Volume 11, Section 3, Part 8).
However, the Inspectorate notes that this technical guidance has
been withdrawn. The Applicant should explain why this technical
guidance remains suitable for the purposes of the assessment in the
ES.

4115

Paragraphs
15.3.7 and
15.3.8

Figures — road and rail network

The Inspectorate notes that the Scoping Report does not include a
figure illustrating the road and rail networks likely to be affected
during construction of the Proposed Development. The Applicant
should provide a figure in the ES showing the affected road and rail
network, including the locations of road crossings, in-carriageway
works and rail crossings in the ES.

4116

N/A

Construction traffic

The Inspectorate notes that construction traffic is likely to pass
through or be in close proximity to multiple residential areas,
including small towns and villages. The Applicant should demonstrate
that the route for construction traffic has considered the suitability of
roads for HGVs, particularly those transporting AlLs. The Applicant’s
attention is drawn to consultation responses from Northop
Community Council and Mollington Parish Council in this regard (see
Appendix 2 of this report).

4117

N/A

A55 ‘Red Route’

The Inspectorate notes that FCC have advised that the proposed A55
‘Red Route’ relief road is located in proximity to the Proposed
Development. Although this application is currently on hold by the
Welsh Government, the Applicant should consult with Mid Wales
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Inspectorate’s comments

ID | Ref

Trunk Road Agency regarding the potential impact of the Proposed
Development on the delivery of the A55 ‘Red Route’ project. In
addition, the Applicant should consider this project in the assessment
of cumulative effects where significant effects are likely to occur.
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4.12 Water Resources and Flood Risk

(Scoping Report Section 16)

Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out

Scoping Opinion for
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Inspectorate’s comments

4121 | Table 16-4 Construction and Operation — The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
Water and flooding impacts arising | assessment on the basis that the Existing Pipeline Works are not
from Existing Pipeline Works included in the DCO for the Proposed Development. The Inspectorate
(excluding BVS) agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES on the basis that

likely significant effects of the Existing Pipeline Works will be
considered in EIAs supporting separate TCPA applications. However,
the Applicant should ensure that potential impacts of the Existing
Pipeline Works are considered in the assessment of cumulative effects
where significant effects are likely to occur.

4122 | Table 16-4 Construction and Operation — The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
Ordinary watercourses upstream or | assessment on the basis that the Proposed Development would not
upslope of the Proposed directly or indirectly affect these waterbodies. The Inspectorate
Development agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES.

4123 | Table 16-4 Construction and Operation — The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
Ponds and lakes upslope of the assessment on the basis that the Proposed Development would not
Proposed Development directly or indirectly affect these waterbodies. The Inspectorate

agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES.

4124 | Table 16-4 Construction and Operation — The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the

Impacts to public water supply

assessment on the basis that the Proposed Development is not
anticipated to cause this effect. It is noted that impacts on Principal
and Secondary A Aquifers during construction and operation would be
subject to further assessment and therefore any implications for the
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Applicant’s proposed matters to

scope out

public water supply would be considered in the ES. The Inspectorate
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Inspectorate’s comments

agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES.

With regard to operation, on the basis that the potential effects would
be limited to maintenance and inspection activities, the Inspectorate
agrees that this matter can be scoped out of the ES.

4125

Table 16-4

Construction and Operation —
Impacts to Manchester Ship Canal

The Scoping Report proposes to scope this matter out of the
assessment on the basis that Manchester Ship Canal is located
sufficiently downstream of the Proposed Development for potential
indirect impacts to be insignificant. However, Figure 3-2 of the
Scoping Report suggests that the Manchester Ship Canal runs
relatively close to the indicative location of the Grinsome Road AGI. It
is not possible to determine from the evidence in the Scoping Report
whether any hydrological connection exists between the AGI location
and the Manchester Ship Canal. The Inspectorate does not have
sufficient evidence to agree to scope this matter out of further
assessment. Accordingly, the ES should include an assessment of this
matter or demonstrate agreement with the relevant stakeholders and
the absence of a likely significant environmental effect.

4126

Paragraph
16.2.5

Other points

WFD water bodies

Inspectorate’s comments

Paragraph 16.2.5 of the Scoping Report states that the assessment
will include WFD water bodies within the Proposed Development
boundary and those likely to be affected. However, the Scoping
Report does not specify a study area in relation to WFD water bodies
or cross reference an existing study area (e.g. 5km downstream for
surface water features). The Applicant should clearly state the study
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Inspectorate’s comments

Other points

area and criteria used to identify WFD water bodies to be included in

the WFD assessment in the ES.

4127 | Paragraph Strategic Flood Risk Assessment In addition to CWCC’s SFRA, the Applicant should also consider the
16.3.1 (SFRA) and Strategic Flood conclusions reached in the Flintshire SFCA where relevant in the ES.
Consequence Assessment (SFCA)
4128 | Paragraph Groundwater impacts The Scoping Report states that the assessment of impacts on the
16.7.8 water environment will follow the guidance in DMRB LA 113. The
Inspectorate notes that this guidance includes a requirement for
groundwater assessment methods to be agreed with the relevant
consultation body. Accordingly, the ES should demonstrate that the
methods used to assess effects on groundwater have been agreed as
far as possible with relevant stakeholders. The Applicant’s attention is
drawn to consultation responses from NRW, the EA and CWCC in this
regard (see Appendix 2 of this report).
4129 | Paragraph FRA/FCA Paragraph 16.3.18 of the Scoping Report states that the Proposed
16.3.18 Development is located in Zone C1 (benefitting from flood defences)
and that the Dee Estuary and River Gowy flood plains are at risk of
coastal/tidal flooding. The FRA/FCA should include an assessment of
the potential impacts of breach and overtopping events on the
Proposed Development where significant effects are likely to occur.
41210| Paragraphs | Flood Zones Paragraph 3.5.15 of the Scoping Report states that Grinsome Road
3.5.15 and AGI is located in Flood Zone 3. However, the Scoping Report does not
16.3.17. state if this area is high probability (Flood Zone 3a) or functional

floodplain (Flood Zone 3b). In addition, Paragraph 16.3.17 of the
Scoping Report does not describe the flood risk posed to AGIs and
only refers to Flood Zone 2, C2 and C1. The Applicant should ensure
that they provide an accurate and consistent description of the
baseline flood risk for each element of the Proposed Development in
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Inspectorate’s comments

Other points

the ES. This description should clearly distinguish between Flood
Zones, including Flood Zones 3a and 3b where relevant.

41211

Paragraph
16.4.4

Temporary diversions or pumping
of minor watercourses

Paragraph 16.4.4 of the Scoping Report states that the hydrological
regime of minor watercourses will be maintained through temporary
diversion or pumping. The Applicant should provide a clear
description of the location, extent, design and works associated with
the diversion or pumping of minor watercourses in the ES and provide
an assessment of this matter where significant effects are likely to
occur.

The ES should demonstrate that reasonable attempts have been
made to avoid or reduce impacts on diverted watercourses, through
the design of the Proposed Development and/or appropriate
mitigation measures.

41212

Paragraphs
16.4.7 and
16.4.10

Sustainable Drainage Systems
(SubDS)

Paragraph 16.4.7 of the Scoping Report states that SuDS
requirements will be followed for AGls. The Inspectorate considers
that SuDS requirements should be considered in relation to each
element of the Proposed Development, including BVS and the CP
system, where the drainage environment is likely to be affected. The
Applicant should seek agreement with the relevant consultation
bodies regarding the location, design and management of SuDS for
the Proposed Development and evidence this in the ES. The
Applicant’s attention is drawn to consultation responses from Dwr
Cymru (Welsh Water), United Utilities, FCC and CWCC in this regard
(see Appendix 2 of this report).

41213

Paragraph
16.5.2

Dewatering

Paragraph 16.5.2 of the Scoping Report states that dewatering may
be required during construction of the Proposed Development. The
Applicant should explain of how and where dewatering will be
undertaken and provide an assessment of this matter where
significant effects are likely to occur in the ES. In addition, the
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Inspectorate’s comments

Other points

Applicant should describe the requirements for additional abstraction

licenses and a Dewatering Management Plan in the ES. The
Applicant’s attention is drawn to consultation responses from NRW
and the Canal and River Trust in this regard (see Appendix 2 of this
report).

41214

Paragraph
16.7.21

Sensitivity of receptors

Paragraph 16.7.21 of the Scoping Report states that no ‘Very High’
category of receptor sensitivity is proposed. Where the assessment
deviates from established guidance, the Applicant should ensure that
this is clearly stated and suitably justified in the ES. The Applicant
should seek agreement with the relevant consultation bodies
regarding the methodology used in the assessment and evidence this
in the ES.

41215

Paragraph
16.5.2

Existing water and sewerage
infrastructure

The Inspectorate notes that there is existing water supply and
sewerage infrastructure located within or in close proximity to the
Proposed Development boundary. The ES should demonstrate that
reasonable attempts have been made to avoid or reduce impacts on
the existing water supply and sewerage infrastructure, through the
design and layout of the Proposed Development. The location of the
existing water supply and sewerage infrastructure should be clearly
illustrated in appropriate figures in the ES. The Applicant’s attention is
drawn to consultation responses from Dwr Cymru (Welsh Water) and
United Utilities in this regard (see Appendix 2 of this report).

41216

N/A

Groundwater Dependent Terrestrial
Ecosystems (GWDTES)

The Applicant should provide an assessment of the potential effects of
the Proposed Development on GWDTEs where significant effects are
likely to occur and cross reference the ecology chapter (and vice-
versa) where relevant in the ES.

41217

N/A

Potential sources of contamination

The Applicant should seek agreement with the relevant consultation
bodies regarding the potential sources of contamination included in
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Inspectorate’s comments

Other points

the assessment and evidence this in the ES. The Applicant’s attention

is draw to NRW’s consultation response in this regard (see Appendix 2
of this report)

41218

N/7A

Potential impacts arising from
operation of the Proposed
Development

The Applicant should consider potential impacts arising from the CO-
pipeline acting as a preferential drainage pathway and the
compaction of soils during operation of the Proposed Development in
relevant aspect chapters of the ES, and provide an assessment of
these matters where significant effects are likely to occur. The
Applicant’s attention is drawn to consultation responses from NRW
and Mollington Parish Council in this regard (see Appendix 2 of this
report).
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4.13 Cumulative Effects

(Scoping Report Section 117)

Applicant’s proposed matters to Inspectorate’s comments

scope out
4131 N/A No matters have been proposed to be scoped out
Other points Inspectorate’s comments
4132|17.2.11 Search area for other NSIPs and The Scoping Report states that based on professional judgement the
other projects initial search area will be based on 15km for Nationally Significant

Infrastructure Projects and 2km for other projects. It is appreciated
that this may be an initial step in the process. However, the ES
should demonstrate how the projects identified in the long list reflect
the zones of influence of the Proposed Development as advised in the
Inspectorate’s Advice Note 17 Cumulative Effects Assessment.
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INFORMATION SOURCES

The Inspectorate’s National Infrastructure Planning website includes links to a
range of advice regarding the making of applications and environmental
procedures, these include:

e Pre-application prospectus®

e Planning Inspectorate advice notes®:

Advice Note Three: EIA Notification and Consultation;

Advice Note Four: Section 52: Obtaining information about interests in
land (Planning Act 2008);

Advice Note Five: Section 53: Rights of Entry (Planning Act 2008);

Advice Note Seven: Environmental Impact Assessment: Process,
Preliminary Environmental Information and Environmental Statements;

Advice Note Nine: Using the ‘Rochdale Envelope’;

Advice Note Ten: Habitats Regulations Assessment relevant to nationally
significant infrastructure projects (includes discussion of Evidence Plan
process);

Advice Note Twelve: Transboundary Impacts;
Advice Note Seventeen: Cumulative Effects Assessment; and

Advice Note Eighteen: The Water Framework Directive.

Applicants are also advised to review the list of information required to be
submitted within an application for Development as set out in The Infrastructure
Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedures) Regulations 2009.

5

The Planning Inspectorate’s pre-application services for applicants. Available from:
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/application-process/pre-application-service-for-

applicants/

The Planning Inspectorate’s series of advice notes in relation to the Planning Act 2008 process.
Available from: https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/legislation-and-advice/advice-

notes/
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APPENDIX 1: CONSULTATION BODIES FORMALLY
CONSULTED

TABLE Al: PRESCRIBED CONSULTATION BODIES’

SCHEDULE 1 DESCRIPTION ORGANISATION

The Welsh Ministers Welsh Government

The Health and Safety Executive Health and Safety Executive

The National Health Service NHS England

Commissioning Board

The relevant Clinical Commissioning NHS Cheshire Clinical Commissioning
Group Group (CCG)

Natural England Natural England

The Historic Buildings and Monuments Historic England

Commission for England

The relevant fire and rescue authority Cheshire Fire and Rescue Service

North Wales Fire and Rescue Service

The relevant police and crime Police and Crime Commissioner for
commissioner Cheshire

North Wales Police and Crime
Commissioner

The relevant parish council(s) or, where | Cyngor Cymuned Ysceifiog Community
the application relates to land [in] Wales | Council

or Scotland, the relevant community
council Caerwys Town Council

Whitford Community Council

Halkyn Community Council

Flint Community Council

Northop Community Council

7 Schedule 1 of The Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations
2009 (the ‘APFP Regulations’)
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SCHEDULE 1 DESCRIPTION ORGANISATION

Sealand Community Council

Bagillt Community Council

Hawarden Community Council

Queensferry Community Council

Brynford Community Council

Ince Parish Council

Llanasa Community Council

Thornton Le Moors Parish Council

Saughall and Shotwick Park Parish
Council

Mickle Trafford and District Parish
Council

Mollington Parish Council

Lea By Backford Parish Council

Backford Parish Council

Little Stanney and District Parish Council

Dunham On The Hill and Hapsford Parish
Council

Elton Parish Council

Northop Hall Community Council

Saltney Town Council

Prestatyn Town Council

Trelawnyd and Gwaenysgor Community
Council

Connah's Quay Community Council

Buckley Town Council

Shotton Town Council
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ORGANISATION

Broughton and Bretton Community
Council

The Environment Agency

The Environment Agency

The Equality and Human Rights
Commission

Equality and Human Rights Commission

Royal Commission On Ancient and
Historical Monuments Of Wales

Royal Commission On Ancient and
Historical Monuments Of Wales

The Natural Resources Body for Wales

Natural Resources Wales

The Homes and Communities Agency

Homes England

The Marine Management Organisation

Marine Management Organisation (MMO)

Natural Resources Wales

The Civil Aviation Authority

Civil Aviation Authority

Integrated Transport Authorities (ITAs)
and Passenger Transport Executives
(PTEs)

Merseyside Passenger Transport
Authority and Executive (Merseytravel)

The Relevant Highways Authority

Cheshire West and Chester Council

Flintshire County Council

The relevant strategic highways
company

Highways England

The Passengers Council

Transport Focus

The Disabled Persons Transport Advisory
Committee

Disabled Persons Transport Advisory
Committee

The Coal Authority

The Coal Authority

Office of Rail and Road

Office of Rail and Road

Approved Operator

Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd

The Gas and Electricity Markets Authority

OFGEM

The Water Services Regulation Authority

Ofwat

The relevant waste regulation authority

Natural Resources Wales
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ORGANISATION

The Canal and River Trust

The Canal and River Trust

Public Health England, an executive
agency of the Department of Health

Public Health England

The relevant local resilience forum

North Wales Local Resilience Forum

The Crown Estate Commissioners

The Crown Estate

The Forestry Commission

The Forestry Commission

The Natural Resources Body for Wales

Natural Resources Wales

The Relevant Local Health Board

Betsi Cadwaladr University Health Board

The National Health Service Trusts

Health Protection Team
Public Health Wales

Welsh Ambulance Services Trust

Velindre NHS Trust

The Office for Nuclear Regulation (the
ONR)

The Office for Nuclear Regulation (the
ONR)

TABLE A2: RELEVANT STATUTORY UNDERTAKERS?®

STATUTORY UNDERTAKER ORGANISATION

The relevant Clinical Commissioning
Group

NHS Cheshire Clinical Commissioning
Group (CCG)

The National Health Service
Commissioning Board

NHS England

The relevant NHS Trust

North West Ambulance Service NHS
Trust

Health Protection Team
Public Health Wales

Welsh Ambulance Services Trust

Velindre NHS Trust

8 ‘Statutory Undertaker’ is defined in the APFP Regulations as having the same meaning as in Section

127 of the Planning Act 2008 (PA2008)
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STATUTORY UNDERTAKER ORGANISATION

The relevant local heath board

Betsi Cadwaladr University Health Board

Railways

Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd

Highways England Historical Railways
Estate

Network Rail

Road Transport

Merseyside Passenger Transport
Authority and Executive (Merseytravel)

Canal or Inland Navigation Authorities

The Canal and River Trust

Association of Inland Navigation
Authorities (AINA)

Civil Aviation Authority

Civil Aviation Authority

Universal Service Provider

Royal Mail Group

Homes and Communities Agency

Homes England

The relevant Environment Agency

The Environment Agency

Natural Resources Wales

The relevant water and sewage
undertaker

Hafren Dyfrdwy Limited

Dwr Cymru (Welsh Water)

United Utilities

The relevant public gas transporter

Cadent Gas Limited

Last Mile Gas Ltd

Energy Assets Pipelines Limited

ES Pipelines Ltd

ESP Networks Ltd

ESP Pipelines Ltd

ESP Connections Ltd

Fulcrum Pipelines Limited
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STATUTORY UNDERTAKER ORGANISATION

Harlaxton Gas Networks Limited

GTC Pipelines Limited

Independent Pipelines Limited

Indigo Pipelines Limited

Leep Gas Networks Limited

Murphy Gas Networks limited

Quadrant Pipelines Limited

National Grid Gas Plc

Scotland Gas Networks Plc

Southern Gas Networks Plc

Wales and West Utilities Ltd

The relevant electricity generator with
CPO Powers

Uniper UK Limited

Eclipse Power Network Limited

Last Mile Electricity Ltd

Energy Assets Networks Limited

ESP Electricity Limited

Forbury Assets Limited

Fulcrum Electricity Assets Limited

Harlaxton Energy Networks Limited

Independent Power Networks Limited

Indigo Power Limited

Leep Electricity Networks Limited

Murphy Power Distribution Limited

The Electricity Network Company Limited

UK Power Distribution Limited
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STATUTORY UNDERTAKER ORGANISATION

Utility Assets Limited

Vattenfall Networks Limited

SP Manweb Plc

National Grid Electricity Transmission Plc

EirGrid Interconnector Designated
Activity Company

TABLE A3: SECTION 43 LOCAL AUTHORITIES (FOR THE PURPOSES OF
SECTION 42(1)(B))°

LOCAL AUTHORITY?®®

Denbighshire County Council

Flintshire County Council

Liverpool City Council

Cheshire East Council

Cheshire West and Chester Council

Halton Borough Council

Shropshire Council

Warrington Borough Council

Wrexham County Borough Council

Wirral Metropolitan Borough Council

9 Sections 43 and 42(B) of the PA2008
10 As defined in Section 43(3) of the PA2008
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Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

TABLE A4: NON-PRESCRIBED CONSULTATION BODIES

ORGANISATION

Cadw

Welsh Language Commissioner

Trafnidiaeth Canolbarth Cymru (TraCC)

Liverpool City Region Combined Authority

Liverpool Mayoral Development Corporation

Potential future Development Corporations
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Scoping Opinion for
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

APPENDIX 2: RESPONDENTS TO CONSULTATION
AND COPIES OF REPLIES

CONSULTATION BODIES WHO REPLIED BY THE STATUTORY DEADLINE:

Cadent Gas

Cadw

Canal and River Trust

Cheshire West and Chester County Council

Dwr Cymru (Welsh Water)

Environment Agency

ESP Utilities Group

Flintshire County Council

Health and Safety Executive

Highways England

Historic England

Mollington Parish Council

National Grid

Natural England

Natural Resources Wales

Northop Community Council

The Office for Nuclear Regulation

Royal Mail

SP Energy Networks

The Coal Authority

United Utilities
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Plant Protection
aden
Block 1; Floor 1
Brick Kiln Street
Your Gas Network Hinckley
LE10 ONA

E-mail: plantprotection@cadentgas.com
Telephone: +44 (0)800 688588

Ben Jenkinson

The Planning Inspectorate National Gas Emergency Number:

Temple Quay House 0800 111 999*

Te_mple Quay National Grid Electricity Emergency Number:
Bristol 0800 40 40 90*

BS1 6PN * Available 24 hours, 7 days/week.

Calls may be recorded and monitored.

www.cadentgas.com

Date: 09/06/2021

Our Ref: NW_GW1B_3NWP_029765

Your Ref: EN070007 PT2 (TC)

RE: Formal Planning Application, CH1 6JU Parkgate Road, Mollington, Cheshire West and Chester

Thank you for your enquiry which was received on 04/06/2021.
Please note this response and any attached map(s) are valid for 28 days.

An assessment has been carried out with respect to Cadent Gas Limited, National Grid Electricity Transmission
plc's and National Grid Gas Transmission plc's apparatus. Please note it does not cover the items listed in the
section "Your Responsibilities and Obligations”, including gas service pipes and related apparatus.

For details of Network areas please see the Cadent website (http://cadentgas.com/Digging-safely/Dial-before-
you-dig) or the enclosed documentation.

Are My Works Affected?

Searches based on your enquiry have identified that there is apparatus in the vicinity of your
enquiry which may be affected by the activities specified.

Can you please inform Plant Protection, as soon as possible, the decision your authority is likely
to make regarding this application.

If the application is refused for any other reason than the presence of apparatus, we will not take any further
action.

Please let us know whether Plant Protection can provide you with technical or other information that may be of
assistance to you in the determination of the application.

As your proposed activity is in close proximity to National Grid's Transmission assets we have
referred your enquiry/consultation to our Asset Protection team for further detailed
assessment. We request that you do not commence work or take further action with regards to
your proposal until you hear from us. We will endeavour to contact you within 21 days from the
date of this response. Please contact us at assetprotection@nationalgrid.com if you have not had a
response within this time frame.

Cadent is a trading name for: Cadent Gas Limited National Grid is a trading name for: National Grid is a trading name for:
Registered Office: Ashbrook Court, Prologis Park, National Grid Electricity Transmission plc National Grid Gas Transmission plc
Central Boulevard, Coventry CV7 8PE Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH

Registered in England and Wales, No 10080864 Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977 Registered in England and Wales, No 2006000



Due to the presence of Cadent and/or National Grid apparatus in proximity to the specified area, the contractor
should contact Plant Protection before any works are carried out to ensure the apparatus is not affected by
any of the proposed works.

Your Responsibilities and Obligations

The "Assessment" Section below outlines the detailed requirements that must be followed when planning or
undertaking your scheduled activities at this location.

It is your responsibility to ensure that the information you have submitted is accurate and that all relevant
documents including links are provided to all persons (either direct labour or contractors) working for you near
Cadent and/or National Grid's apparatus, e.g. as contained within the Construction (Design and Management)
Regulations.

This assessment solely relates to Cadent Gas Limited, National Grid Electricity Transmission plc (NGET) and
National Grid Gas Transmission plc (NGGT) and apparatus. This assessment does NOT include:

I Cadent and/or National Grid's legal interest (easements or wayleaves) in the land which restricts
activity in proximity to Cadent and/or National Grid's assets in private land. You must obtain details of
any such restrictions from the landowner in the first instance and if in doubt contact Plant Protection.

I Gas service pipes and related apparatus

1 Recently installed apparatus

1 Apparatus owned by other organisations, e.g. other gas distribution operators, local electricity
companies, other utilities, etc.

It is YOUR responsibility to take into account whether the items listed above may be present and if they could
be affected by your proposed activities. Further "Essential Guidance" in respect of these items can be found
on either the National Grid or Cadent website.

This communication does not constitute any formal agreement or consent for any proposed development work;
either generally or with regard to Cadent and/or National Grid's easements or wayleaves nor any planning or
building regulations applications.

Cadent Gas Limited, NGGT and NGET or their agents, servants or contractors do not accept any liability for any
losses arising under or in connection with this information. This limit on liability applies to all and any claims in
contract, tort (including negligence), misrepresentation (excluding fraudulent misrepresentation), breach of
statutory duty or otherwise. This limit on liability does not exclude or restrict liability where prohibited by the

law nor does it supersede the express terms of any related agreements.

If you require further assistance please contact the Plant Protection team via e-mail (click here) or via the
contact details at the top of this response.

Yours faithfully

Plant Protection Team

Page 2 of 7



ASSESSMENT

Affected Apparatus
The apparatus that has been identified as being in the vicinity of your proposed works is:

1 National Gas Transmission Pipelines and associated equipment
1 Electricity Transmission overhead lines
1 Above ground electricity sites and installations

As your proposal is in proximity to apparatus, we have referred your enquiry / consultation to the following
department(s) for further assessment:

1 Land and Development Asset Protection Team (High Pressure Gas Transmission and Electricity
Transmission Apparatus)

We request that you take no further action with regards to your proposal until you hear from the
above. We will contact you within 28 working days from the date of this response. Please contact
us if you have not had aresponse within this timeframe.

Requirements
BEFORE carrying out any work you must:

I Ensure that no works are undertaken in the vicinity of our gas pipelines and that no heavy
plant, machinery or vehicles cross the route of the pipeline until detailed consultation has
taken place.

I Carefully read these requirements including the attached guidance documents and maps showing the
location of apparatus.

1 Contact the landowner and ensure any proposed works in private land do not infringe Cadent and/or
National Grid's legal rights (i.e. easements or wayleaves). If the works are in the road or footpath the
relevant local authority should be contacted.

1 Ensure that all persons, including direct labour and contractors, working for you on or near Cadent
and/or National Grid's apparatus follow the requirements of the HSE Guidance Notes HSG47 -
'‘Avoiding Danger from Underground Services' and GS6 — 'Avoidance of danger from overhead electric
power lines'. This guidance can be downloaded free of charge at http://www.hse.gov.uk

1 In line with the above guidance, verify and establish the actual position of mains, pipes, cables,
services and other apparatus on site before any activities are undertaken.
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GUIDANCE

High Pressure Gas Pipelines Guidance:

If working in the vicinity of a high pressure gas pipeline the following document must be followed:
'Specification for Safe Working in the Vicinity of Cadent and/or National Grid High Pressure Gas Pipelines and
Associated Installations - Requirements for Third Parties' (SSW22). This can be obtained from:
http://www?2.nationalgrid.com/WorkArea/DownloadAsset.aspx?id=33968

National High Pressure Gas Pipelines Guidance:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/NR/rdonlyres/9934F173-04D0-48C4-BE4D-
82294822D29C/51893/Above7barGasGuidance.pdf

Dial Before You Dig Pipelines Guidance:
http://www?2.nationalgrid.com/WorkArea/DownloadAsset.aspx?id=33969

Working Near National Grid Electricity Transmission equipment:

If you are carrying out any work in proximity to an overhead line or any excavation that may be near an
underground cable then please consult National Grid Technical Guidance Note 287 that can be found at
https://www.nationalgrid.com/sites/default/files/documents/8589935533-TGN%20287 Third%20party%
20quidance%20for%20working%20near%20NGET%20equipment.pdf Further guidance related to underground
cables can also be found at https://www.nationalgrid.com/sites/default/files/documents/8589936512-
Excavating%20Safety%20L eaflet%20Electricity. pdf

Standard Guidance

Essential Guidance document:
http://www?2.nationalgrid.com/WorkArea/DownloadAsset.aspx?id=8589934982

General Guidance document:
http://www?2.nationalgrid.com/WorkArea/DownloadAsset.aspx?id=35103

Excavating Safely in the vicinity of gas pipes guidance (Credit card):
http://www.nationalgrid.com/NR/rdonlyres/A3D37677-6641-476C-9DDA-
E89949052829/44257/ExcavatingSafelyCreditCard.pdf

Excavating Safely in the vicinity of electricity cables guidance (Credit card):
http://www.nationalgrid.com/NR/rdonlyres/35DDEC6D-D754-4BA5-AF3C-
D607D05A25C2/44858/ExcavatingSafelyCreditCardelectricitycables.pdf

Copies of all the Guidance Documents can also be downloaded from the National Grid and Cadent websites.
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ID: NW_GW1B_3NWP_029765

\View extent: 4120m, 2440m

Do not proceed without further consultation

Map 1 of 2 (GAS)

USER: toby.cooper

DATE: 09/06/2021

DATA DATE: 08/06/2021

REF: ENO70007 PT2 (TC)
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MAP REF: 8J3771
CENTRE: 337094, 371852
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Approximate scale 1:10000
on A3 Colour Landscape

This plan shows those pipes owned by Cadent Gas Limited in its role as a Licensed Gas Transporter (GT).

Gas pipes owned by other GTs, or otherwise privately owned, may be present in this area. Information

with regard to such pipes should be obtained from the relevant owners. The information shown on this plan is

given without warranty, the accuracy thereof cannot be guaranteed. Service pipes, valves, syphons, stub connections,
etc., are not shown but their presence should be anticipated. No liability of any kind whatsoever is accepted by
Cadent Gas Limited or their agents, servants or contractors for any error or omission. Safe digging

practices, in accordance with HS(G)47, must be used to verify and establish the actual position of mains,

pipes, services and other apparatus on site before any mechanical plant is used. It is your responsibility to ensure
that this information is provided to all persons (either direct labour or contractors) working for you on or near gas
apparatus. The information included on this plan should not be referred to beyond a period of 28 days from the date
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Standard
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of issue.

MAPS Plot Server Version 1.11.0

Cadent

Your Gas Network
Requested by: The Planning Inspectorate

This plan is reproduced from or based on the

OS map by Cadent Gas Limited, with the sanction
of the controller of HM Stationery Office.

Crown Copyright Reserved.

Ordnance Survey Licence number 100024886
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\View extent: 4120m, 2440m

Do not proceed without further consultation

Map 2 of 2 (ELECTRIC)

USER: toby.cooper
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Overhead lines

DATA DATE: 23/02/2021

REF: ENO70007 PT2 (TC)

MAP REF: 8J3771
CENTRE: 337094, 371852
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Approximate scale 1:10000
on A3 Colour Landscape

This plan shows those cables owned by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc in its role as a Licensed Electricity
Transporter (ET). Electricity cables owned by other ETs, or otherwise privately owned, may be present in this area.
|Information with regard to such cables should be obtained from the relevant owners The information shown on this plan
is given without warranty, the accuracy thereof cannot be guaranteed. Ancillary equipment such as cooling systems and
communication cables are not shown but their presence should be anticipated. No liability of any kind whatsoever is
accepted by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc or their agents, servants or contractors for any error or omission.
Safe digging practices, in accordance with HS(G)47, must be used to verify and establish the actual position of cables
and other apparatus on site before any mechanical plant is used. It is your responsibility to ensure that this information
is provided to all persons (either direct labour or contractors) working for you on or near electricity apparatus. The
information included on this plan should not be referred to beyond a period of 28 days from the date of issue.

MAPS Plot Server Version 1.11.0

nationalgrid

Requested by: The Planning Inspectorate

This plan is reproduced from or based on the OS
map by National Grid Electricity Transmission
plc, with the sanction of the controller of HM
Stationery Office. Crown Copyright Reserved.
Ordnance Survey Licence number 100024241




ENQUIRY SUMMARY

Received Date
04/06/2021

Your Reference
EN070007 PT2 (TC)

Location

Centre Point: 337094, 371852

X Extent: 1475

Y Extent: 1375

Postcode: CH1 6JU

Location Description: CH1 6JU Parkgate Road, Mollington, Cheshire West and Chester

Map Options
Paper Size: A3

Orientation: LANDSCAPE

Requested Scale: 10000

Actual Scale: 1:10000 (GAS), 1:10000 (ELECTRIC)

Real World Extents: 4120m x 2440m (GAS), 4120m x 2440m (ELECTRIC)

Recipients
pprsteam@cadentgas.com

Enquirer Details

Organisation Name: The Planning Inspectorate

Contact Name: Ben Jenkinson

Email Address: ben.jenkinson@planninginspectorate.gov.uk
Telephone: 0303 444 (3403)

Address: Temple Quay House, Temple Quay, Bristol, BS1 6PN

Description of Works
Application by Liverpool Bay CCS Limited (the Applicant) for an Order granting Development Consent for the
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline (the Proposed Development)

Enquiry Type
Formal Planning Application

Development Types
Development Type: Development for use by General Public
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Cadent Gas Limited

Your Ref: ENO70007 Ashbrook Court, Prologis Park
Date: 02 July 2021 Central Boulevard
Coventry CV7 8PE

cadentgas.com

Submitted via email: hynetco2pipeline@planninginspectorate.gov.uk

Cadent

Your Gas Network

Ref: ENO70007 - HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline - EIA Scoping Notification and
Consultation

| refer to your letter dated 3 June 2021 regarding the above proposed DCO. Cadent has reviewed the
EIA scoping report provided and wishes to make the following comments.

In respect of existing Cadent infrastructure, Cadent will require appropriate protection for retained
apparatus including compliance with relevant standards for works proposed within close proximity of its
apparatus.

Cadent Infrastructure within or in close proximity to the development

Cadent has identified at this stage the following apparatus within the vicinity of the proposed works:

= High pressure (above 2 bar) gas pipelines and associated equipment
] Medium pressure
] Low Pressure

Should any diversions be required to facilitate the scheme, Cadent will require adequate notice
and discussions should be started at the earliest opportunity. Please be aware that diversions for
high pressure apparatus can take in excess of two years to plan and procure materials

Where the Promoter intends to acquire land, extinguish rights, or interfere with any of Cadent’s
apparatus, Cadent will require appropriate protection and further discussion on the impact to its
apparatus and rights including adequate Protective Provisions.

Where diversions are required to facilitate the scheme, it is essential that adequate temporary
and permanent land take , land rights and consents are included within the Order to enable
works to proceed in time and to provide appropriate rights for Cadent to access, maintain and
protect apparatus in future

Key Considerations:

) Cadent has a Deed of Grant of Easement for each pipeline, which prevents the erection of
permanent / temporary buildings, or structures, change to existing ground levels, storage of
materials etc.

. Please be aware that written permission is required before any works commence within the
Cadent easement strip.

) The below guidance is not exhaustive and all works in the vicinity of Cadent’'s asset shall be
subject to review and approval from Cadent’s plant protection team in advance of commencement
of works on site.

Cadent Gas Limited
Registered Office Ashbrook Court, Prologis Park National Gas Emergency Service
Central Boulevard, Coventry CV7 8PE 0800 111 999* (24hrs)

Registered in England and Wales No.10080864 *Calls will be recorded and may be monitored 5000419 (01/13) Page 1 of 4



General Notes on Pipeline Safety:

. You should be aware of the Health and Safety Executives guidance document HS(G) 47
"Avoiding Danger from Underground Services", and Cadent’s Dial Before You Dig Specification
for Safe Working in the Vicinity of Cadent Assets. There will be additional requirements dictated
by Cadent’s plant protection team.

. Cadent will also need to ensure that its pipelines remain accessible during and after completion of
the works.
. The actual depth and position must be confirmed on site by trial hole investigation under the

supervision of a Cadent representative. Ground cover above our pipelines should not be reduced
or increased.

. If any excavations are planned within 3 metres of Cadent High Pressure Pipeline or, within 10
metres of an AGI (Above Ground Installation), or if any embankment or dredging works are
proposed then the actual position and depth of the pipeline must be established on site in the
presence of a Cadent representative. A safe working method agreed prior to any work taking
place in order to minimise the risk of damage and ensure the final depth of cover does not affect
the integrity of the pipeline.

. Below are some examples of work types that have specific restrictions when being undertaken in
the vicinity of gas assets therefore consultation with Cadent’s Plant Protection team is essential:

- Demolition

. Blasting

. Piling and boring

. Deep mining

. Surface mineral extraction

. Landfliing

Ll Trenchless Techniques (e.g. HDD, pipe splitting, tunnelling etc.)
- Wind turbine installation

- Solar farm installation

- Tree planting schemes

Pipeline Crossings:

. Where existing roads cannot be used, construction traffic should ONLY cross the pipeline at
agreed locations.

. The pipeline shall be protected, at the crossing points, by temporary rafts constructed at ground
level. The third party shall review ground conditions, vehicle types and crossing frequencies to
determine the type and construction of the raft required.

o The type of raft shall be agreed with Cadent prior to installation.

. No protective measures including the installation of concrete slab protection shall be installed
over or near to the Cadent pipeline without the prior permission of Cadent.

. Cadent will need to agree the material, the dimensions and method of installation of the proposed
protective measure.

Cadent Gas Limited

Registered Office Ashbrook Court, Prologis Park National Gas Emergency Service

Central Boulevard, Coventry CV7 8PE 0800 111 999* (24hrs)

Registered in England and Wales No.10080864 *Calls will be recorded and may be monitored 5000419 (01/13) Page 2 of 4



. The method of installation shall be confirmed through the submission of a formal written method
statement from the contractor to Cadent.

. A Cadent representative shall monitor any works within close proximity to the pipeline.

New Service Crossing:

. New services may cross the pipeline at perpendicular angle to the pipeline i.e. 90 degrees.

. Where a new service is to cross over the pipeline a clearance distance of 0.6 metres between the

crown of the pipeline and underside of the service should be maintained. If this cannot be
achieved the service shall cross below the pipeline with a clearance distance of 0.6 metres.

. A new service should not be laid parallel within an easement strip

. A Cadent representative shall approve and supervise any new service crossing of a pipeline.

. An exposed pipeline should be suitable supported and removed prior to backfilling

. An exposed pipeline should be protected by matting and suitable timber cladding

. For pipe construction involving deep excavation (<1.5m) in the vicinity of grey iron mains, the

model consultative procedure will apply therefore an integrity assessment must be conducted to
confirm if a diversion is required

Yours Faithfully

Vicky Cashman
Planning & Consents
General Counsel Department

Email: S

Cadent Gas Limited

Registered Office Ashbrook Court, Prologis Park National Gas Emergency Service

Central Boulevard, Coventry CV7 8PE 0800 111 999* (24hrs)

Registered in England and Wales No.10080864 *Calls will be recorded and may be monitored 5000419 (01/13) Page 3 of 4



Further Guidance

To download a copy of the HSE Guidance HS(G)47, please use the following link:

https://www.hse.gov.uk/pubns/books/hsg47.htm

Specification for safe working in the vicinity of Cadent assets - requirements for third parties:

https://cadentgas.com/nggdwsdev/media/Downloads/Digging%20Safely/Dial-before-you-dig-
brochure.pdf

Dial before you dig guidance:

https://cadentgas.com/nggdwsdev/media/Downloads/Digging%20Safely/Dial-before-you-dig-
leaflet.pdf

Essential Guidance on digging safely near our pipes:

https://cadentgas.com/help-advice/digging-safely

Tree Planting Guidance:

https://cadentgas.com/nggdwsdev/media/Downloads/Digging%20Safely/Tree-planting-guidance-
Cadent-for-web.pdf

Excavating Safely in the vicinity of gas pipes guidance (Credit card):

https://cadentgas.com/nggdwsdev/media/Downloads/Digqing%20Safely/Excavating Safely Leafl
et Gas-1.pdf

Cadent Gas Limited

Registered Office Ashbrook Court, Prologis Park National Gas Emergency Service

Central Boulevard, Coventry CV7 8PE 0800 111 999* (24hrs)

Registered in England and Wales No.10080864 *Calls will be recorded and may be monitored 5000419 (01/13) Page 4 of 4



Stanlow and Thornton |\ o /
: \

N\ i
_ ace and Elton

" Orchard Parlk

Thorntd‘\',__;_. e\Moors

Contains OS data © Crown Copyright and database right 2020
Contains data from OS Zoomstack

S8



hrgpshi

Contains OS d\ \ Crow s:y@base nght
[ Won{am ata from OS Zoomstac



- \
N\ \ (

: Ly L @ Shrdpshire
-‘ nd

® Ly
Lea by Backford

\ )/ \
PA B (= | —=
© \
\a{\'Q“' " { / S L)
Su Vé \ / 1 / 4

/ J c‘ . ,‘\ j‘ ¢ J =

! s e el

N N / Contains OS da;é"éﬁ)an Copyright and database right 2020

A\ ’ Contauzs data from OS Z . r\nsta$



lo
Lea by Backford // '
”4‘. ”; SN >

| A
- = )
sation 2

¥ Badgford Broak

A, on

e Dale

Contains OS data © Crown Co ght and g atabase 7 ht

ins data ro@S




Kingswood Lodge

Contains OS data © Crown.Copyright and database right 2020
w'%tains data from OS Zoomstack



\/ (f Welsh Government

./;}) Ty'r Afon,
Heol Bedwas/ Bedwas Road
Caerffili/ Caerphilly
Llywodraeth Cymru CF83 8WT

0300 025 6000
cadw@qgov wales/cadw@Illyw cymru
www_cadw.gov.wales

Welsh Government

Flintshire County Council Eich cylcimod 063069
. Your reference

By email o
Ein cyfeimod DH
Our reference
Dyddiad 28 June 2021
Date
Llinell uniongyrchol 0300 0256004
Direct line
E:’n‘f;f: Cadwplanning@gov.wales

Dear Sir/Madam

Consultation on the Scoping Request made on behalf of Liverpool Bay CSS
Limited for an Order granting Development Consent for the HyNet
Cheshire England to Flintshire Wales

Thank you for your letter of 8 June 2021 requesting that Cadw provides a scoping
opinion for the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA).

Cadw, as the Welsh Government’s historic environment service, has assessed the
characteristics of this proposed development and its location within the historic
environment. In particular, the likely impact on designated or registered historic assets
of national importance. In assessing if the likely impact of the development is significant
Cadw has considered the extent to which the proposals affect those nationally important
historic assets that form the historic environment, including scheduled ancient
monuments, listed buildings, registered historic parks, gardens and landscapes.

These views are provided without prejudice to the Welsh Government’s consideration of
the matter, should it come before it formally for determination.

Assessment

Our records show that the following historic assets are potentially affected by the
proposal.

Listed Buildings:

350 Llwyn-erddyn

14880 Gellilyfdy

24668 Stable block and pigeon house at Plas Coch
24669 Cart house, smithy and pigsties at Plas Coch

Mae'r Gwasanaeth Amgylchedd Hanesyddol Llywodraeth Cymru (Cadw) yn hyrwyddo 2
gwaith cadwraeth ar gyfer amgylchedd hanesyddol Cymru a gwerthfawrogiad ohono. ‘|"i {\‘,‘
\
The Welsh Government Historic Environment Service (Cadw) promotes the conservation \\i 3}
and appreciation of Wales’s historic environment. \\‘_\ ,,V
Rydym yn croesawu gohebiaeth yn Gymraeg ac yn Saesneg. BUDDSODDWR MEWN POBL

We welcome correspondence in both English and Welsh. INVESTOR IN PEOPLE



24674 Bakehouse at Gellilyfdy
24675 Stable at Gellilyfdy
24676 Barn at Gellilyfdy
24677 Plas-newydd

26192 Hafod Farmhouse
85249 Ferry Bank Farm

Scheduled Ancient Monuments:

FLOO6 Offa’s Dyke : Section N & S of the Circle on Holywell Racecourse and Circle
and Round Barrows

FLO62 Hen Blas Castle

FLO46 Two Round Barows 90m NE of Eosfan

FLO64 Bryn y Cwm Mound & Bailey Castle

FLO76 Round Barrow 225m SE of Plas Newydd

FLO96 Bryn Y Cosyn Round Barrow

FL131 Pentre Bridge Roman Site

FL162 Hen Caersws Deserted Village Site

FL163 Enclosure, Field System & Hollow-ways North of Pant
FL179 Hafod Wood Moated Site

FL189 Llyn Du Round Barrow

FL213 Croes Atti Roman Site

Reqistered Historic Landscapes:

HLW (C) 2 Holywell Common & Halkyn Mountain

This consultation is a request for a scoping opinion as to the contents of an
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) that will be submitted in support of an
application for an Order granting Development Consent for the HyNet from Cheshire,
England to Flintshire, Wales that will be determined following the procedures required
for a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) under the Planning Act 2008

A scoping report has been produced by WSP which has identified that whilst there will
be no direct impact on any designated historic asset in Wales there is a potential
impact on the settings of the above. It is therefore proposed to assess the scale of
these impacts as part of the EIA. We concur that with this assessment. However, the
scoping report suggests that impact of the proposed development on settings of the
designated historic assets in Wales will be assessed using the methodology outlined in
the Welsh Government document “Setting of Historic Assets in Wales” (2017) whilst
the impact of the proposed development on the settings of the designated heritage
assets in Wales will be assessed using the methodology outlined in the Historic
England document “The Setting of Heritage Assets” (2017). The use of similar but
different methodologies to assess this impact could lead to comparable historic assets
being assessed differently. As such it is recommended that the impact of the proposed
development on the setting of all designated historic assets should be assessed using
one methodology and, as the application will be determined by the UK Government,
the assessment should follow the methodology outlined in the Historic England
document “The Setting of Heritage Assets” (2017).

Yours sincerely

Denise Harris
Diogelu a Pholisi/ Protection and Policy



Secretary of State Your Ref ENO70007-000007-210603
The Planning Inspectorate

Environmental Services Our Ref IPP-135
Temple Quay House

2 The Square Tuesday 6% July 2021
Bristol

BS1 6PN

BY EMAIL ONLY hynetco2pipeline@planninginspectorate.gov.uk

Dear Sirs

Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2017(the EIA Regulations) — Regulations 10 and 11

Application by Liverpool Bay CCS Limited (the Applicant) for an Order granting Development Consent for
the HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline (the Proposed Development)

Thank you for your consultation on the Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping.

We are the charity who look after and bring to life 2000 miles of canals & rivers. Our waterways contribute to the
health and wellbeing of local communities and economies, creating attractive and connected places to live, work,
volunteer and spend leisure time. These historic, natural and cultural assets form part of the strategic and local
green-blue infrastructure network, linking urban and rural communities as well as habitats. By caring for our
waterways and promoting their use we believe we can improve the wellbeing of our nation

The proposed works are for a carbon dioxide pipeline and associated infrastructure. The Trust own and manage
the Shropshire Union Canal, which may be impacted by these works as the pipeline would result in at least one
crossing (underground) of the canal. The following comments are therefore provided in the context of the
potential impact of the development on the canal which should be assessed further within an Environmental
Statement. The chapters below have been ordered as set out in the EIA scoping report.

Air Quality

The assessment should consider the waterway and its users (boaters and towpath users) as sensitive receptors
to construction dust and in terms of emissions from construction traffic, plant and machinery. Such users do not
appear to have been considered at this stage.

Cultural Heritage

The canal corridor is over 200 years old infrastructure and within the designated Cheshire Canal Conservation
Area. The canal itself should also be considered as a non-designated heritage asset in its own right. Canal Bridge
135 Croughton Bridge is also a listed structure (not Trust owned) as well as listed Backford Railway Bridge
No.131A (not Trust owned). There is also the Scheduled Ancient Monument of the Chapel at Chapel House Farm
in the vicinity of the canal. The EIA will need to include an assessment of these heritage assets and archaeology
impacts associated with the excavation works and the impact of the proposed works on the heritage
designations and their setting. The EIA will need to set out how the proposals would impact these in terms of
physical and visual impacts on views, setting and appearance. Any impacts would need to be mitigated
accordingly to avoid harm to the significance of the assets.
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Biodiversity

Page 122 Table 8-4 includes the water courses and water bodies as a receptor to be scoped into the report, we
would agree that the Shropshire Union Canal should be assessed accordingly. The canal corridor is designated
as a County Wildlife site. There needs to be consideration of potential impact on this designation. As the
pipeline would be going underneath the canal we consider that any potential impacts on canal habitats would be
on marginal canal corridor habitats (trees, hedgelines etc). It is important that this green corridor is protected
and not severed by the works.

The canal corridor is also likely to be used for bat foraging, commuting and roosting along the waterway corridor.
Canal corridors often form dark havens for bats where they can forage and roost without disturbance from light,
which should be protected.

Regard would also need to be given to nesting birds and other protected species which may be present, either
on any existing structures within the vicinity of the canal that may be disturbed and within construction
compounds or where tree or vegetation removal is required.

Regard would also need to be given to any non-native species that may be encountered during the works and
how these would be managed to prevent them spreading.

Any additional planting associated with mitigation should be appropriate native species. Any new planting along
the canal corridor would need to be agreed with the Trust.

Geology Land Contamination and Soil

Contamination and pollution would have a negative impact on the canal corridor. We ask that any contaminated
land assessment and especially any mitigation considers the canal as sensitive receptor and considered in any
conceptual models. Page 133 para 9.3.14 list potential contamination pathways. We consider this list could be
extended to include potential contamination of waterways from wind blow and the creation of dust and debris
from construction activity.

This chapter within the EIA should also consider ground conditions in terms of the construction work in close
proximity to the waterway infrastructure which could potentially adversely affect the structural integrity of the
waterway. The proposed pipe undergrounding of the canal would likely be either where the canal is in a cutting
or carried on an embankment. It is therefore essential that the structural integrity of the canal is not put at risk
as part of any of the works, including excavation, earthmoving, drilling, boring, vibrations or the tracking of plant
and machinery which could, in the worst case scenario result in the failure of the canal. Depending on the
exact location of the route the exact depth of the pipeline under the canal would need to be agreed with the
Trust to ensure the works do not undermine the structural integrity of the canal infrastructure. The construction
technique and method of works would also need to be agreed with the Trust and carried out in accordance with
the Canal & River Trust Code of Practice. https.//canalrivertrust.org.uk/business-and-trade/undertaking-works-on-
our-property-and-our-code-of-practice

Land stability and the consideration of the suitability of development with regards to ground conditions are
material planning considerations as set out in paragraphs 170(e) and (f) of the National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF) and that the responsibility for securing a safe development in terms of land stability rests with the
developer (para 179). This is the subject of more detailed discussion in the National Planning Practice Guidance
(PPG).

The submitted details although making reference to the NPPF policy on land stability does not appear to
consider the risk to land stability on existing infrastructure, especially the canal, resulting from the construction
activities and works. This would need to be assessed and addressed within the EIA as set out above.

Landscape and Visual

The proposed route would result in at least one crossing (underground) of the canal and it is likely that the route
would be visible from along the canal within the vicinity of the route corridor. It is understood that as the pipe
would be underground and land restored that the long term permanent visual impact would be limited.
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We would however have concerns in terms of the amount of permanent above ground infrastructure that would
be required within the vicinity of the canal corridor. For example the proximity of the inspection chambers and
permanent maintenance facilities and associated fencing.

The proposed works could have a significant temporary impact on the views, character, environment and
tranquillity that the users of the waterways currently enjoy. The crossing and invention along the waterway
should be subject to careful individual assessment and consideration to establish the suitability of the works and
the likely temporary and permanent impacts and mitigation required.

We note that the Trust have been listed as among the bodies that would be consulted on the viewpoints and
photomontages that would be assessed via the LVIA. At this stage we note page 153, figure 10-1 lists the points
of key viewpoints where visual receptors will be located two of these receptors are to be located on crossings
of the canal. We would welcome further discussion on this with the applicant depending on the final route.

Major Accidents and Disasters

Page 175 Table 11-3 lists the various elements to be scoped in or out of the further assessment. Transport
accidents as part of the canal crossing are scoped out of further assessment. This will depend on the final
construction routes as the proposed works as these may require the crossing of the waterway corridor. We
consider the potential impact on these bridges should be assessed as part of the environmental assessment.
This should also include the safety of waterway users under the bridges.

As set out above, the potential impact on the structural integrity of the canal would need to be considered
including the potential for a breach of the canal associated with the works and how this would be mitigated.

A robust pollution response emergency procedure would also be required, and the Trust would wish to be
notified in the event of any such incident which may impact our waterways.

Noise and vibration

In terms of vibrations the canal infrastructure is over 200 years old, and depending on either of the routes of the
pipeline the canal is either within a cutting or carried on an embankment. Regardless of the final route option the
canal should be considered as a receptor susceptible to vibration.

The canal corridor is a tranquil space and contributes to the health and wellbeing of the nearby residents and
users (boaters, commuters, leisure and recreational users on the towpath). These spaces need to be protected
from intrusive forms of development and any potential impacts such as noise during construction should be kept
to a minimum. We would ask that the canal and its users are included as noise sensitive receptors in this
assessment.

Population and Human Health

This chapter should consider the canal users both in terms of the navigation and towpath users and their
enjoyment of the waterway which could be harmed by the works, including if temporary stoppages or towpath
closures are required associated with the works. Any such closures would need to be agreed with the Trust well
in advance of the works.

Page 212 Paragraph 14.3.10 and 14.3.11 list out the types of PRoW and non-PRoW routes falling within the study
area that are used by walkers, cyclists and horse riders. We consider that the list should be extended to include
the canal towpath, especially as the towpath is part of the National Cycle Network and then assessed accordingly
through the EIA.

Traffic and Transport

As set out above the proposed works, in particular the construction routes may require the crossing of the
waterway corridor. The potential impact of these, with HGV'’s, plant and machinery potentially crossing the canal
bridges should be assessed as part of the environmental assessment. This should also include the safety of
waterway users under the bridges. Any haul roads in proximity to the canal corridor should be avoided.
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Water Resources and Flood Risk

The details of how any water during the works is to be captured, treated and disposed of should be considered
especially where adjacent to the canal corridor or any watercourses which interact with the canal (including
those culverted under the canal). This should include the potential for spillage or run-off directly in the canal
during the construction works.

In terms of any dewatering of the works/trenches, the Trust would not want any silty discharges to the canal or
indeed to any watercourses which are culverted under the canal. Any abstraction of water from the canal would
also need the formal consent of the Trust. The Trust is not a land drainage authority.

The canal and any associated watercourse culverted under the canal must be protected from silty discharges
associated with the works and mitigation should be set out with the EIA.

Any impacts on the canal from drainage or flood risk should be included within the EIA as this could affect both
water quality and quantity and have a wider impact on our network. Depending on the final route the potential
for a breach of the canal should be considered within the Flood Risk Assessment.

The Trust as Landowner

The Trust own and manage the Shropshire Union Canal, water and the towpath network in the vicinity of the
proposed route crossing. Separate discussion would be needed to take place between the Trust and the
applicant in terms of any formal agreements that may be required for crossing our land. Please note that as a
Statutory Undertaker, the Trust would seek to challenge the use of any compulsory purchase powers to acquire
rights over any of our land. Accordingly, to avoid unnecessary delay and the incurrence of excess costs, any
acquisition of Trust land or rights should be arranged voluntarily.

The above comments are given without prejudice to any further matters which may be raised by the Trust at a
later stage as more details emerge.

Please do not hesitate to contact me with any queries you may have.

Yours sincerely,

Tim Bettany-Simmons MRTPI
Area Planner — Special Projects

Fradley Junction, Alrewas, Burton-upon-Trent, Staffordshire, DE13 7DN

https://canalrivertrust.org.uk/specialist-teams/planning-and-design
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Cheshire West & Chester Council

Development Management
The Planning Inspectorate Planning Service

Environmental Services Cheshire West And Chester Council

Central Operations >
Temple Quay House 4 Civic Way Ellesmere Port CH65 OBE
Tel: 0300 123 7027

2 The Square . : .
q Email: planning@cheshirewestandchester.gov.uk

Bristol i ;

BS1 6PN Web: www.cheshirewestandchester.gov.uk
our reference: your reference: please ask for: date:
21/02454/AAC ENO70007 Mr Ben Greenwood 28 June 2021

Dear Sir/Madam

Proposal:  EIA Scoping Opinion Consultation
Location : Hynet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2017(the EIA Regulations) — Regulations 10 and 11

Further to the EIA scoping consultation letter dated 03 June 2021 on behalf of Cheshire West
and Chester Brough Council | can provide the following response in respect the proposed
scope of the Environmental Statement (ES) and content of each specific topic area.

Environmental Statement Layout and compliance with EIA Regulations (2017)

Having reviewed the ‘Hynet North West’ Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report
(Revision 03) dated June 2021, and hereafter referred to as The Scoping Report, | can advise
that the proposed scope and layout of the proposed ES appears acceptable and in general
accordance with the provisions of the relevant EIA Regulations (2017).

The provision of a detailed Assessment of Alternatives including the three-stage appraisal
process of route options for the CO: pipeline as is advised within sections 3.4 and 3.5 of the
Scoping Report is welcomed. It is however, asked that the Assessment of Alternatives also
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Cheshire West & Chester Council

include consideration of the overall location and design of the development as well as for siting
and layout of the individual Above Ground Installations (AGISs).

Specific Topic Areas
Air Quality (Section 5.0)

The likely significant effects of CO, release from emergency venting at Block Valve Stations (BVS)
or Above Ground installations (AGI) on air quality has not been addressed within the Scoping
Reports air quality considerations. Given that the pipeline route is not clear, it cannot at this stage
be excluded, from the assessment, that a BVS would not be adjacent to residential properties and
it is not clear how emergency venting would protect residents from acute levels of CO; ingress into
their property in such a scenario. The detail within Paragraphs 3.7.8 — 3.7.10 of the Scoping Report
do not provide adequate information in this respect and it is advised that further detail is needed,
including the number of BVS and their location in relation to residential uses, and detail of any
temporary stacks at the AGls and the protocol surrounding their use.

For the above reasons it is advised that there is insufficient detail provided within the Scoping
Report to be able to confidently scope out the need for air quality impacts during the developments
operational phase.

With the above exception the Council’s Environmental Protection Unit (EPU) concur with the other
detail as set out within Section 5 of the Scoping Report, on Air Quality.

Climate (Section 6.0)

The Council’'s Climate Change Officer is in general agreement with the scope of proposed
Climate Change considerations. It is however advised that further consideration be made in
respect the reasons for scoping out of Land Use Change and Forestry (A5) and Land Use
Change and Forestry (B8) matters within Table 6-3. It is suggested that the team preparing the
EIA make contact with the Local Enterprise Partnership (LEP) to consider utilising the Natural
Capital Audit that has been commissioned for the Cheshire and Warrington sub-region, to
understand if the proposed development intersects with any areas with multi-layered natural
capital benefits.

Cultural Heritage (Section 7.0)

The Council’s Conservation and Design Unit and Archaeologist are in general agreement with
the scope and assessment of Cultural Heritage matters, including archaeology and the historic
built environment as set out within Section 7 of the Scoping Report.

It is noted that locations including both above ground installations are currently indicative, and
design is at an early stage. As such, based on the indicative location map submitted (Appendix
3-2), it is advised that there is unlikely to be any direct harm to designated heritage assets.
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Cheshire West & Chester Council

Siting and design will however need careful consideration and it is advised that the
environmental impact assessment include and take in to account long range views across the
landscape, including those from Helsby Hill.

The Council’'s Archaeologist advises that the approach proposed taken including the
methodology for the further desk-based studies and scope of the geophysical survey and walk-
over surveys that will inform the production of the report would be an acceptable approach.

The full comments of the Councils Archaeologist are attached.
Biodiversity (Section 8.0)

Internationally Designated sites:

Table 8.4 of the Scoping Report, which details elements scoped in or out of further
assessments, does not consider the Dee Estuary or Mersey Estuary international
designations and it is not clear why this is, when the project covers the Dee Estuary area
and is adjacent to the Mersey Estuary. Birds associated with these designations regularly
use farmland and meadows nearby eg. Ince and Gowy Meadows, Lache Meadows and
even sites with hard-standing on which replicate shingle beach conditions. The project red
line encompasses some of these areas.

It has not been stated with the Scoping Report that a Habitat Regulations Assessment
(HRA) will be carried out and this should be included for clarity. This should include any
potentially functionally linked land, as birds using the Mersey and Dee Estuaries can use
sites quite far inland. Air quality impacts on designated sites should also be considered,
during construction and operation. A HRA will need to be done for the overall project and
also for different sections and phases, depending on how the project is taken forward.

Local Non-Statutory Sites:
Local Wildlife Sites do not seem to be considered, although it is assumed this will be done
at the local level. It is advised that they should be included in Table 8.4.

Protected species:

Reptile and Invertebrate surveys are not included in Table 8.1, which details the surveys
to be carried out, but it may be that the decision to carry these out will be site
specific. Nevertheless, they should be included in the table. They are however, detailed
in Table 8.4 and are scoped in here?

Biodiversity Net Gain:

Paragraph 8.4.3 of the Scoping Report states:

... The principles of Biodiversity Net Gain will be applied, with the Proposed Development
seeking to achieve Net Gains of Priority Habitats”. It is advised that Local Policy (Local
Plan Policy DM44) requires all habitats to be accounted for, as does the Biodiversity metric
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Cheshire West & Chester Council

calculation, (DEFRA 2.0 currently, soon to be DEFRA 3.0). It is advised that all habitats
should be included within the biodiversity net gain calculations.

Land and Soil (Section 9.0)

It is noted that significant sections of the pipeline will be through natural soils. Where sections
pass through industrial areas with previously developed land and made ground, contamination
would be of concern and an assessment of any risks should be undertaken. The critical aim
of any assessment is to ensure that no preferential pathways for contamination are created as
a result of the development.

It is noted that detail of how excavated materials are to be handled and disposed of, as part of
the construction phase has not been identified within the Scoping Report, and it is advised that
this be included.

Whilst noting the above the Councils Environmental Protection Unit (EPU) is satisfied with the
information provided and can agree, in respect ground contamination, the elements scoped
out within Table 9-1.

Landscape and Visual (Section 10.0)

The Councils Landscape Officer is in general agreement with the scope of the methodology
for the Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA). In principle there is agreement with
the locations of the proposed viewpoints, which make reference to visual receptors such as
nearby settlements and Public Rights of Way.

It is advised that proposed heights are for the Grinsome Road and Alcohols Site Above Ground
Installations be provided in any assessments.

With regards to design and mitigation, it is advised that the LVIA should clearly demonstrate
an iterative design process whereby potential impacts are considered at an early stage so as
to avoid any adverse negative impacts.

It is advised that the following information be provided within the ES:

e Viewpoints and supporting Map;

e Confirmation of the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) Mapping - in principle the
submitted information appears to capture ZTV visibility. Please include information on
proposed building heights for AGI

e A selection of proposed viewpoints for a photomontages as indicated as per scoping
report

e Sections Drawings - to include ground levels

e Detailed Landscape Layout Plan. To include for existing and proposed features.
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Cheshire West & Chester Council

Proposed Landscape Strategy and Landscape Mitigation.

Information on Public Footpaths.

Boundary Treatment and Access information.

Provide information on working operations / methodology to minimise disturbance and
Impact on existing features such as trees and hedges.

e Management and maintenance Plan

Noise and Vibration (Section 13.0)

The Councils Environmental Protection Unit (EPU) would advise that it would be expected
that construction to be restricted to daytime periods and have fixed start and finish times
i.e. 08.00 to 18.00 hours Monday to Friday, and 08.00 to 18.00 hours on Saturdays, with
no works being permitted on Sundays or Bank Holidays, (in accordance with Policy DM30
of the Local Plan (Part Two)). Considering the likely duration documented in 13.5.2 it is
advised that the most significant noise will likely arise from the construction of the AGIs
and BVSs. Similarly operational noise will be limited to AGls and BVSs in most reasonable
scenarios.

It is advised that the location of construction yards/depots will be critical in ensuring
construction noise impacts are minimised, as these along with above ground infrastructure are
where prolonged exposure to noise is likely to occur, and in the case of the compounds,
potentially at the most sensitive times of the day. Delivery, storage and movement of
construction material will need to considered in detalil.

Otherwise the EPU note and agree the content of Table 13-1.
Traffic and Transport (Section 15.0)

The Council’s Highways consider that the Traffic and Transport section of the EIA scoping
report suitably flags up and covers the high level elements and issues that will need to be
addressed in detail as part of any formal application within the ES/Transport Assessment.

It is expected that as part of the work to finalise the proposals that the Transport Assessment
will detail the relevant areas of impact and how they will be mitigated and managed.

Public Rights of Way

Whilst the Scoping Report correctly identifies affected Public Rights of Way (PROW), no
methodology for their assessment or consideration of impacts are shown to be scoped into the
ES. The Council’'s Rights of Way officer advises that in addition to the outlined ES/Transport
Assessment, an assessment should be included in respect PROW including direct and indirect
impacts for both construction and operation phases.
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Cheshire West & Chester Council

It is advised that consideration should be made in to construction methods including any
vibration impacts on any right of way as well as impacts upon users of the PROW network from
construction traffic and accidents.

Water Resources and Flood Risk (Section 16.0)

In respect both surface and groundwater considerations the Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA)
is in general agreement with the Scoping Reports proposed assessment requirements outlined
within Section 16 of the Scoping Report.

The full comments of the LLFA are attached.

Yours faithfully

Mr Ben Greenwood

Senior Planning Officer
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Environmental

ENV 9 Minerals supply and safeguarding

ENV 9

Minerals supply and safeguarding

Cheshire West and Chester will make provision for the adequate, steady and sustainable supply
of sand, gravel, salt and brine, contributing to the sub-national guidelines for aggregate land-won
sand and gravel, whilst ensuring the prudent use of our important natural finite resources.

This will be achieved by:

maintaining a minimum seven year landbank for aggregate land-won sand and gravel, making
provision for a steady and adequate supply over the Plan period in line with national policy and
Local Aggregate Assessments, providing a flexible approach to the location of future minerals
development to ensure a diversity of supply for the market. Specific sites and preferred areas
will be identified within the Local Plan (Part Two) Land Allocations and Detailed Policies Plan
for the future extraction of aggregate land-won sand and gravel as either extensions to existing
sites or new sites

safeguarding Cheshire West and Chester's extent of finite natural resources and associated
infrastructure from incompatible development by delineating Mineral Safeguarding Areas for
sand and gravel, salt and shallow coal, as shown on the Policies Map, together with existing
and potential sites for minerals infrastructure

supporting proposals which enable the use of secondary and recycled mineral resources,
reducing the reliance on primary aggregate extraction where appropriate

supporting the retention of and proposals for fixed construction, demolition and excavation
waste recycling sites in appropriate locations across the borough

supporting environmentally acceptable proposals which enable the use of locally sourced
building stone for architectural and heritage purposes

ensuring the sustainable and prudent use of all natural mineral resources, including salt and
brine, whilst having regard to the need to contribute to the provision of nationally significant
gas storage capacity

requiring all proposals for minerals development to include high quality restoration and aftercare
proposals in keeping with surrounding land uses.




Explanation

8.85 Mineral resources are key to the delivery of sustainable economic growth and enable the delivery
of the necessary infrastructure our communities need. The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
requires all Mineral Planning Authorities to plan for and maintain a minimum seven year landbank for
aggregate land-won sand and gravel. Current sub-national guidelines, apportioned by the North West
Aggregate Working Party as shown in North West AWP aggregate apportionment requirements
2005-2020 (million tonnes), require Cheshire West and Chester to contribute 0.80mt of aggregate
land-won sand and gravel per annum to meet demand between 2005-2020. This apportionment has
been rolled forward to the end of the Plan period to calculate a minimum requirement of 16 million tonnes
for the period 2010-2030. This requirement will be reviewed annually in light of the results of the Local
Aggregate Assessment and any revised sub-national apportionment figures being established, having
regard to the environmental acceptability of any changes.

Table 8.3 North West AWP aggregate apportionment requirements 2005-2020 (million tonnes)

Land-won sand Annualsandand Crushedrock Annual crushed

and gravel gravel 2005-2020 rock
2005-2020 requirement requirement
Cheshire East 11.36 0.71 0.66 0.04
Cheshire West and 12.8 0.80 N/A N/A
Chester
Cumbria 141 0.88 64.4 4.02
Greater Manchester, 7.04 043 67.9 1.32
Merseyside and
Warrington
Lancashire 6.86 0.44 211 4.24
Total 52.0 3.26 154.0 9.63

1. It should be noted that Cumbria did not agree to the revised apportionments which were taken forward by the AWP
on a majority vote basis.

8.86 The Minerals Audit 2011(" provided reserve and production data for aggregate land-won sand
and gravel up to December 2010. The information collected during the audit provided an overview of
available resources as at December 2010 and the expected depletion dates for each of the active sand
and gravel sites within the borough. This data has now been updated through the Interim Local Aggregate
Assessment 2013 which collates reserve and production data for the period 1 January to 31 December
2012 and provides an overview of sales patterns over the previous ten year period.

1 'Minerals Audit: Sand and gravel sites', Cheshire West and Chester Council, July 2011
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8.87 The Interim Local Aggregate Assessment 2013 provided a ten year average sales figure of
0.72mt per annum. Ten year average sales take account of periods of high sales and steep declines
as experienced in the UK during the past ten year period. The average sales figure has been used,
alongside the apportionment requirement, to provide up to date landbank data for the borough.

Table 8.4 Aggregate landbank figures as at 31 December 2012

Tenyearsales Annual Reserves as at Landbank (years)

(mt) apportionment 31.12.2012 (mt)

(mt)
0.72mt

Ten year average sales 9.3mt 12.9 years

Annual apportionment 9.3 11.63 years

figure

8.88 Table 7.4 shows that under both methodologies the borough has an adequate landbank for sand
and gravel in excess of the minimum seven years as outlined in the NPPF. However, as per advice set
out in the Guidance on the Managed Aggregate Supply System a landbank in excess of the minimum
seven years should not be seen as a reason to restrict further release of aggregate reserves.

8.89 Local Aggregate Assessments will provide an up-to-date appraisal of demand for and supply of
aggregate in Cheshire West and Chester. It is anticipated that these assessments will indicate any fall
in available resources or indeed any surplus.

8.90 The Council will identify specific sites and preferred areas for mineral extraction in the Local
Plan (Part Two) Land Allocations and Detailed Policies Plan for the determination of planning
applications. Policy ENV 9 works alongside other policies in the Local Plan (Part One) Strategic Policies,
retained policies in the Cheshire Replacement Minerals Local Plan and Planning Practice Guidance to
the National Planning Policy Framework, to assess and manage the impacts of minerals proposals until
such time as they are replaced by the Local Plan (Part Two) Land Allocations and Detailed Policies
Plan.



Consultee Comments for Planning Application 21/02454/AAC

Application Summary

Application Number: 21/02454/AAC

Address: Hynet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline
Proposal: Scoping opinion consultation

Case Officer: Mr Ben Greenwood

Consultee Details

Name: Mr Mark Leah - Archaeology

Address: [ NG
Email: Not Available

On Behalf Of: Archaeology Team

Comments
Planning

Hynet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline: EIA Scoping Document (Ref 21/02454/AAC)

Thank you for your consultation concerning the Scoping Report for the proposed EIA for the above
project, the construction of which will affect areas in both Cheshire West and Chester and Wales.

Section Seven (Pages 98-111) of the Scoping Report considers Cultural Heritage issues, including
archaeology and the historic built environment. APASs advice is limited to archaeological matters
as responsibility for comment on the historic built environment lies with the authoritys conservation
officers. With regard to archaeology, the report provides a summary of the currently available
information on both designated and undesignated Heritage Assets (7.3) and outlines a
methodology for the further desk-based studies that will inform the production of the report (7.7). In
this section it is noted that, where access can be gained, geophysical survey and walk-over survey
are likely to be utilised to identify potential areas of interest (7.7.2). It is advised that this
represents an appropriate approach which will assist in defining, where necessary, a full
programme of archaeological mitigation.

It may be helpful to note that, prior to receipt of this consultation, APAS met remotely with the
applicants archaeological consultants and representatives of Historic England, CADW, and the
Clwyd Powys Archaeological Trust who act as archaeological advisors to Flintshire Council. The
briefing that we received on the nature of the scheme, data gathering that has been carried out to
date, the approach that will be followed during the production of the cultural heritage study, and
the techniques that may be employed during any subsequent evaluation work reflects the
information given in the Scoping Report. The subsequent discussion allowed APAS to highlight a
number of points including the potential for palaeoenvironmental work, the archaeological potential



of the land either side of the Gowy valley, the sensitivity of the land around Shotwick medieval

deer park and the Scheduled Castle (the latter possibly just within the 500m buffer around the

potential pipeline easement), and issues concerning the reliability of geophysical survey on the
regions drift geology. These observations were all received positively.

| hoe that these observations are helpful but please get in touch if you wish to discuss matters in
more detail.

Mark Leah

Development Management Archaeologist and Team Leader
Cheshire Archaeology Planning Advisory Service,

Economy and Housing

Cheshire West and Chester Council

Te!: I

Email: I
Location: Nicholas House, 1 Black Friars, Chester CH1 2NU
Visit: cheshirewestandchester.gov.uk



21/02454/AAC Request for a formal opinion on the scope of an
Environmental Statement (ES) under Regulation 10 and 11 of the
Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations 2017: HyNet North West
Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

(Lead Local Flood Authority response — 18" June 2021)

The proposal is to scope in water to consider impacts on the surface water and groundwater
receptors to include Main Rivers, Ordinary Watercourses and WFD water bodies. We are in
agreement with the proposed assessment requirements, but have the following specific
comments:

Above ground installations, block valve stations and compound areas will require a flood risk
assessment and drainage strategy in accordance with NPPF. Where development is proposed
within Flood Zone 2 and 3 mitigation measures should be provided in accordance with NPPF and
Environment Agency standing advice.

Where ordinary watercourses are crossed via trenched crossings, a Land Drainage Consent will
be required for both the temporary and permanent works and mitigation measures provided
through temporary diversion or pumping along with method statement for undertaking the works.

Potential for increased groundwater flood risk up gradient of longitudinal below ground structures
should be assessed and mitigation measures provided to manage any temporary and permanent
groundwater emergence at the surface.

The proposed development is generally within an area at low risk of surface water flooding but
there are parts of the development which are at medium to high risk of surface water flooding
which need to be considered as part of the layout to ensure any overland flow routes are
retained.

Surface water management for the above ground works needs to follow the drainage hierarchy:
- Infiltration into ground
- Connection to the watercourse
- Connection to discharge water sewer and as a last resort;
- Connection to the combined sewer.

SuDS should be designed to control surface water as close to its source as possible. Well-
designed sustainable drainage systems also provide opportunities to:
- reduce the causes and impacts of flooding,
- remove pollutants from urban run-off at source,
- combine water management with green space providing benefits for amenity, recreation
and wildlife.

The use of SuDS should also help achieve the sustainability objectives of the National Planning
Policy Framework (NPPF).

The suitability of sustainable drainage systems should be assessed in accordance with
paragraphs 051, 079 and 080 of the revised NPPF Planning Practice Guidance for Flood Risk
and Coastal Change (https://www.gov.uk/guidance/flood-risk-and-coastal-change).

Sustainable drainage systems should be designed in line with national Non-Statutory Technical
Standards for SuDS (https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/sustainable-drainage-systems-
non-statutory-technical-standards) and local policies ENV1, DM40, DM41, DM42 and DM43 of
the Core Strategy.




Surface water attenuation requirements should be assessed that offer a reduction in surface
water runoff rate in line with the Policy DM 41 (i.e. at least 30% betterment on brownfield flows
and greenfield runoff for existing greenfield sites). Please note that all new connections to the
watercourses shall comply with reduction of flows to greenfield runoff rates.

Surface water should be managed to ensure there is no increased surface water from the
proposed development and runoff from extreme events should be managed such that adjacent
third party land is not affected.

Hydraulic calculations and drawings to support the design need to be provided along with an
assessment of overland flow routes for extreme events that is diverted away from buildings.

Maintenance of SuDS is essential for its proper operation and a clear management and
maintenance plan for the lifetime of the works.

In considering a development that includes a sustainable drainage system, Cheshire West and
Chester Council as local planning authority will want to be satisfied that the proposed minimum
standards of operation are appropriate and that there are clear arrangements in place for ongoing
maintenance. Information sought by Cheshire West and Chester Council would be no more than
necessary, having regard to the nature and scale of the development concerned in line with
NPPF Paragraph 081.

A management and maintenance plan for the lifetime of the development which shall include the
arrangements for adoption by any public body or statutory undertaker, or any other arrangements
to secure the operation of the sustainable drainage scheme throughout its lifetime should be
provided.






Dwr Cymru
Welsh Water

Developer Services
PO Box 3146
Cardiff

CF30 OEH

Tel: +44(0)800917 2652
Fax: +44(0)2920 740472
E.mail: developer.services@dwrcymru.com

Gwasanaethau Datblygu
Blwch Post 3146
Caerdydd

CF30 OEH

Ffon: +44 (0)800 917 2652
Ffacs: +44 (0)2920 740472
E.bost: developer.services@dwrcymru.com

Welsh Water is owned by Glas Cymru —a not-for-profit company.

Flintshire County Council

County Hall

MOLD

CH7 6NF
Date: 29/06/2021
Our Ref: PLA0057900
Your Ref: 063069

Dear Sir/Madam

Grid Ref: SJ236705 333431 368957

Site: Cheshire England to Flintshire Wales Flintshire

Development: Consultation on the Scoping Request made on behalf of Liverpool Bay CSS Limited for an
Order granting Development Consent for the HyNet

We refer to your consultation letter received in accordance with the above regulations. We have
reviewed the documents available at this stage in the process and specifically the Scoping Request
received:

Whilst we have no comments on the scoping opinion itself, we would advise that we have numerous
wastewater and clean water assets crossing in close proximity to the site and would be grateful if the
developer could contact us to discuss further so we can assess the impact on our assets.

We respectfully reserve the right to comment further on any matters and issues arising from ongoing and
future consultation. However, we trust the above information is helpful at this stage and we look forward
to continuing our engagement on the project prior and during the submission of an application to the
Planning Inspectorate.

Finally, we would be grateful if all future correspondence relating to the project is directed to me at the
above address. For any further information, please do not hesitate to contact me.

If you have any queries please contact the undersigned on 0800 917 2652 or via email at
developer.services@dwrcymru.com

Please quote our reference number in all communications and correspondence.
Yours faithfully,

Alaw Jones
Development Control Officer
Developer Services

We welcome correspondence in
Welsh and English

Rydym yn croesawu gohebiaeth yn 'y
Gymraeg neu yn Saesneg

DWr Cymru Cyf, a limited company registered in
Wales no 2366777. Registered office: Pentwyn Road,
Nelson, Treharris, Mid Glamorgan CF46 6LY

DWr Cymru Cyf, cwmni cyfyngedig wedi i gofrestru yng
Nghymru rhif 2366777. Swyddfa gofrestredig: Heol Pentwyn
Nelson, Treharris, Morgannwg Ganol CF46 6LY.

Mae DWr Cymru yn eiddo i Glas Cymru — cwmni nid-er-elw .



Senior EIA and Land Rights Advisor Our ref: S0/2021/121261/01-L01
The Planning Inspectorate Your ref: ENO070007-000007-210603
3/18 Eagle Wing

Temple Quay House (2 The Square) Date: 02 July 2021

Temple Quay

Bristol

Avon

BS1 6PN

FAO Helen Lancaster
Dear Madam

EIA SCOPING OPINION FOR HYNET NORTH WEST CARBON DIOXIDE PIPELINE
DCO NEW UNDERGROUND CARBON DIOXIDE PIPELINE AND ASSOCIATED
ABOVE GROUND INSTALLATIONS

FROM CHESHIRE, ENGLAND TO FLINTSHIRE, WALES

Thank you for the submission of an Environmental Impact Assessment scoping report
for the HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline DCO, dated June 2021.

We have reviewed the scoping report and welcome the inclusion of a chapter on Land
and Soils as well as Water Resources and flood risk.

The document describes the project as new underground carbon dioxide pipeline from
Cheshire, England to Flintshire, Wales and associated Above Ground Installations (AGl)
(the ‘Proposed Development’).

The Proposed Development will form part of the wider HyNet North West Project (the
‘Project’) some of which we have provided commentary on previously.

At this stage, as we understand the report, the proposal is at the pipeline corridor stage
with no actual defined pipeline route having decided upon or confirmed. Those corridors
are identified as Northern, Central and Southern.

At this high-level stage therefore we would like to offer the following advice.

Advice to applicant
Environmental permit
The Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016 require a permit
to be obtained for any activities which will take place:
e on or within 8 metres of a main river (16 metres if tidal)
e on or within 8 metres of a flood defence structure or culverted main river (16
metres if tidal)

Environment Agency

Richard Fairclough House Knutsford Road, Warrington, WA4 1HT.
Customer services line: 03708 506 506
www.gov.uk/environment-agency

Cont/d..




« on or within 16 metres of a sea defence

e involving quarrying or excavation within 16 metres of any main river, flood
defence (including a remote defence) or culvert

« in a floodplain more than 8 metres from the river bank, culvert or flood defence
structure (16 metres if it's a tidal main river) and you don'’t already have planning
permission

For further guidance please visit https://www.gov.uk/quidance/flood-risk-activities-
environmental-permits or contact our National Customer Contact Centre on 03708 506
506.

The applicant should not assume that a permit will automatically be forthcoming once
planning permission has been granted, and we advise them to consult with us at the
earliest opportunity.

We would welcome early consultation regarding potential permit applications for works
affecting rivers, watercourses and the floodplain.

Water Framework Directive (WFD)

With any development alongside watercourses, consideration should be given to the
requirements of the Water Framework Directive (WFD)

Water Framework Directive assessment: estuarine and coastal waters - GOV.UK
(www.gov.uk)

This includes preventing overall deterioration in water quality and promoting
improvement in the ecological status of any water body. Actions to achieve this are
listed in the North West River Basin Management Plan (RBMP).

North West river basin district river basin management plan - GOV.UK (www.gov.uk)

Where appropriate, a WFD Assessment should assess any potential impacts on the
watercourse and demonstrate that the required enhancements will be delivered. In
some cases the requirements of a WFD assessment can be incorporated into an
Environmental Impact Assessment. Any development that has the potential to cause
deterioration in classification under WFD or that precludes the recommended actions
from being delivered in the future is likely to be considered unacceptable to us.
Water supply, wastewater and water quality - GOV.UK (www.gov.uk)

Groundwater position statements
We would like to refer the applicant/enquirer to our groundwater position statements in
‘The Environment Agency’s approach to groundwater protection’, available from gov.uk.

This publication sets out our position for a wide range of activities and developments.
Including:

o Waste management

» Discharge of liquid effluents

e Land contamination

e Ground source heat pumps

o Cemetery developments

o Drainage

Model Procedures and good practice
Due to the former land use(s), soil and /or groundwater contamination may exist at the
site and the associated risks to controlled waters should be addressed by:

Cont/d.. 2



We recommend that developers should:

o Follow the risk management framework provided in Guidance on Land
contamination risk management (LCRM), when dealing with land affected by
contamination

o Refer to our Guiding principles for land contamination for the type of information
that we require in order to assess risks to controlled waters from the site - the
local authority can advise on risk to other receptors, such as human health

o Consider using the National Quality Mark Scheme for Land Contamination
Management which involves the use of competent persons to ensure that land
contamination risks are appropriately managed

» Refer to the contaminated land pages on gov.uk for more information

All investigations of land potentially affected by contamination should be carried out by
or under the direction of a suitably qualified competent person and in accordance with
BS 10175 (2001) Code of practice for the investigation of potentially contaminated sites.

As a more detailed assessment of the pipeline route is considered we would
recommend that the LCRM framework in that the following should be considered:

1. A preliminary risk assessment which has identified:

e all previous uses

e potential contaminants associated with those uses

« a conceptual model of the site indicating sources, pathways and receptors

e potentially unacceptable risks arising from contamination at the site.

2. Asite investigation scheme, based on (1) to provide information for a detailed
assessment of the risk to all receptors that may be affected, including those off
site.

3. The results of the site investigation and the detailed risk assessment referred to
in (2) and, based on these, an options appraisal and remediation strategy giving
full details of the remediation measures required and how they are to be
undertaken.

4. A verification plan providing details of the data that will be collected in order to
demonstrate that the works set out in the remediation strategy in (3) are
complete and identifying any requirements for longer-term monitoring of pollutant
linkages, maintenance and arrangements for contingency action.

Where the remediation / redevelopment of the site will involve waste management
issues we offer the following advice:

Waste on-site

The CL:AIRE Definition of Waste: Development Industry Code of Practice (version 2)
provides operators with a framework for determining whether or not excavated material
arising from site during remediation and/or land development works is waste or has
ceased to be waste.

Under the Code of Practice:

e excavated materials that are recovered via a treatment operation can be reused
on-site providing they are treated to a standard such that they are fit for purpose
and unlikely to cause pollution

o treated materials can be transferred between sites as part of a hub and cluster
project

e some naturally occurring clean material can be transferred directly between sites

Developers should ensure that all contaminated materials are adequately characterised
both chemically and physically, and that the permitting status of any proposed on-site
operations are clear. If in doubt, the Environment Agency should be contacted for

Cont/d.. 3



advice at an early stage to avoid any delays.

We recommend that developers should refer to:
o the position statement on the Definition of Waste: Development Industry Code of
Practice
o The waste management page on GOV.UK

Waste to be taken off-site
Contaminated soil that is (or must be) disposed of is waste. Therefore, its handling,
transport, treatment and disposal are subject to waste management legislation, which
includes:

o Duty of Care Regulations 1991

e Hazardous Waste (England and Wales) Regulations 2005

o Environmental Permitting (England and Wales) Regulations 2016

o The Waste (England and Wales) Regulations 2011

Developers should ensure that all contaminated materials are adequately characterised
both chemically and physically in line with British Standard BS EN 14899:2005
'‘Characterization of Waste - Sampling of Waste Materials - Framework for the
Preparation and Application of a Sampling Plan' and that the permitting status of any
proposed treatment or disposal activity is clear. If in doubt, the Environment Agency
should be contacted for advice at an early stage to avoid any delays.

Dewatering
Dewatering is the removal/abstraction of water (predominantly, but not confined to,

groundwater) in order to locally lower water levels near the excavation. This can allow
operations to take place, such as mining, quarrying, building, engineering works or other
operations, whether underground or on the surface. Any dewatering activities on-site
could have an impact upon local wells, water supplies and/or nearby watercourses and
environmental interests. This activity was previously exempt from requiring an
abstraction licence. Since 1 January 2018, most cases of new planned dewatering
operations above 20 cubic metres a day will require a water abstraction licence from us
prior to the commencement of dewatering activities at the site.

More information is available on gov.uk:
https://www.gov.uk/quidance/water-management-apply-for-a-water-abstraction-or-
impoundment-licence#apply-for-a-licence-for-a-previously-exempt-abstraction.

Regulatory position statements

If dewatering and discharging into surface water is required during development, the
following Regulatory Position Statement will apply: "Temporary dewatering from
excavations to surface water.’
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/temporary-dewatering-from-excavations-to-
surface-water

Seeking further detailed technical advice and guidance

Given the likely technical issues regarding this phase of the development we have
introduced a chargeable scheme whereby detailed technical advice and guidance can
be sought from technical officers for the duration of the project.

We are keen to work with you in resolving any problems or issues that may occur so
that any possible delays are minimised or avoided.

Should you wish us to undertake a detailed review of your reports or want further advice
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to address technical issues, we can do this as part of our charged service.

Further engagement at the pre-application stage can speed up the formal planning
application process and provide you with certainty as to what our response to your
planning application will be. It should also result in a better quality and more
environmentally sensitive development. As part of our charged for service we will
provide a dedicated project manager to act as a single point of contact to help resolve
any problems.

We currently charge £100per hour. We will provide you with an estimated cost for any
further discussions or review of documents.

The terms and conditions of our charged for service are available upon request and we
recommend that you contact the area Sustainable Places team at the following email
address SPPlanning.RFH@environment-agency.gov.uk

| trust you find these comments useful in preparing a response on the scoping opinion.

Should you wish to discuss anything in further detail please do not hesitate to contact
me.

Yours faithfully

Ms DAWN HEWITT
Planning Advisor

Direct dial
Direct e-mal

End 5



From: ESP Utilities Group Ltd

To: Hynet CO2 Pipeline

Subject: Your Reference: EN070007-000007-210603 Our Reference: PE159168. Plant Not Affected Notice from ES
Pipelines

Date: 09 June 2021 14:13:05

Hynet CO2 Pipeline
Planning Inspectorate

9 June 2021

Reference: ENO70007-000007-210603

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your recent plant enquiry at: HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide
Pipeline

| can confirm that ESP Ultilities Group Ltd has no gas or electricity apparatus in the
vicinity of this site address and will not be affected by your proposed works.

ESP Utilities Group Ltd are continually laying new gas and electricity networks and
this notification is valid for 90 days from the date of this letter. If your proposed
works start after this period of time, please re-submit your enquiry.

Important Notice

Please be advised that any enquiries for ESP Connections Ltd, formerly known as
British Gas Connections Ltd, should be sent directly to us at the address shown
above or alternatively you can email us at: PlantResponses@espug.com

ESP have provided you with all the information we have to date however, there
may be inaccuracies or delays in data collection and digitisation caused by a
range of practical and unforeseeable reasons and as such, we recommend the
following steps are taken as a minimum before work is commenced that involves
the opening of any ground and reference made to HSG47 (Avoiding danger from
underground services).

A. Plans are consulted and marked up on site

B. The use of a suitable and sufficient device to locate underground utilities
before digging (for example the C.A.T and Genny)

C. Trial holes are dug to expose any marked up or traced utilities in the ground



D. If no utilities are shown on any plans and no trace is received using a suitable
and sufficient device, trial holes are dug nonetheless using hand tools at the
location or at regular intervals along the location that the work is being carried
out depending on the length of excavation work being undertaken

E. All location work is carried out by individuals with sufficient experience and
technical knowledge who may choose to control this activity under a Safe System
Of Work

Yours faithfully,

Plant Protection Team
ESP Utilities Group Ltd

Bluebird House
Mole Business Park
Leatherhead

KT22 7BA

& 01372587500 E 01372 377996

hitp://www.espug.com

The information in this email is confidential and may be legally privileged. It is intended solely for the addressee. Access to this
email by anyone else is unauthorised. If you are not the intended recipient, any disclosure, copying, distr bution or any action taken
or omitted to be taken in reliance on it, is proh bited and may be unlawful.
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Dear Sir/Madam,

Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 — Regulations 10 and 11

Local Authority Consultation: Scoping Request made on behalf of Liverpool
Bay CSS Limited (the Applicant) for an Order granting Development Consent

for the HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline (‘the Proposed
Development') proposed from Cheshire, England to Flintshire, Wales.

Thank you for your consultation letter of 3 June 2021 requesting the Council’s advice
on the scope of the EIA and proposed methodologies outlined in the submitted
Scoping Report for the above proposed development.

We are in general agreement with the proposed scope and the assessment
methodologies as set out within the applicant’s Scoping Report. Responses from our
consultees are summarised within the respective sections within this letter under
each chapter topic heading as suggested within the Scoping Report. We would
advise that the applicant should refer to, and expand upon these matters raised
within the Environmental Statement, or any relevant supplementary information
should a Development Consent Order for this proposed development be made.

The Council has taken into account its consultation responses and considered the
specific characteristics of the proposed development, the type of development and
the environmental features likely to be affected by the development. The County
Council has undertaken consultation with internal consultees and local consultative
bodies, as it is understood that the Planning Inspectorate will have consulted
national bodies such as The Coal Authority, Network Rail and Natural Resources
Wales. Although this advice seeks to ensure that any future Environmental
Statement includes such information that is considered reasonably required to
determine any future DCO application based on the current proposal, we would be
obliged that you could stress to the applicant that further information may still be
required once the Environmental Statement and application has been submitted.

County Hall, Mold. CH7 6NF
www_flintshire.gov.uk
Neuadd y Sir, Yr Wyddgrug. CH7 6NF

www.siryfflint.gov.uk
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Introduction

Advice has been sought by the Planning Inspectorate on the scope of the EIA and
the proposed methodologies in the submitted Environmental Impact Assessment
Scoping Report for the new underground carbon dioxide pipeline from Cheshire,
England to Flintshire, Wales, and associated Above Ground Installations (AGI) (the
‘Proposed Development’).

This Local Authority response relates only to the proposed development that lies
within the administrative boundaries of Flintshire County Council in Wales.

The Proposed Development

It is understood that the Proposed Development will form part of the HyNet North
West Project (the ‘Project’). The aim of the Project is to reduce carbon dioxide
emissions from industry, homes and transport and support economic growth in the
North West of England and North Wales. The Project includes infrastructure to
produce and distribute low carbon hydrogen. The hydrogen is produced using
natural gas, with the resultant carbon dioxide emissions captured and stored.

It is also understood that the Proposed Development does not include infrastructure
to produce hydrogen or to capture and store carbon dioxide emissions. The
Proposed Development includes infrastructure to facilitate the transportation of
carbon dioxide which will be captured from proposed hydrogen production facilities
and existing industrial sources in the North West of England and North Wales and
stored in existing depleted oil and gas fields in Liverpool Bay.

The Application will seek consent for the construction and operation of the following
components which form part of the Carbon Capture and Storage (CCS)
infrastructure:

- Grinsome Road Above Ground Installation (AGI) to Alcohols Site AGI carbon
dioxide pipeline — a section of onshore pipeline (up to 20” in diameter) to
transport CO2 from the Grinsome Road AGI (located in the vicinity of the CF
Fertilisers plant, Cheshire, England) to the Alcohols Site AGI (located within
the Stanlow Refinery site east of Ellesmere Port, Cheshire, England);

- Alcohols Site AGI to Flint AGI carbon dioxide pipeline — a section of onshore
pipeline (up to 36” in diameter) to transport CO2 from the Alcohols Site AGI to
the Flint AGI (located on land north-west of Connah’s Quay and south of Flint,
Flintshire, Wales);

- Grinsome Road AGI, Alcohols Site AGI, and Flint AGI;

- Block Valve Stations (BVS) located along;

o the existing Flint-Point of Ayr (PoA) pipeline; and

o the proposed Alcohols Site AGI to Flint AGI carbon dioxide pipeline;

o Other associated AGlIs — this will include Cathodic Protection (CP)
transformer rectifier cabinets



Description of Site and Surroundings

The proposed development forms a long linear application site and therefore crosses
a number of community areas and ward boundaries from the Flintshire/Cheshire
boundary through to the Point of Ayr (PoA). Within Flintshire, the Scoping Boundary
is set out on the submitted documentation and it is noted that the route of the new
build infrastructure and pipeline has not yet been finalised with the Scoping Report
proposing a number of routes corridors for consideration. The scoping advice
provides some commentary on the constraints which may be associated with the
proposed routing options which may assist with the decision making process as to
the location of the final new pipeline route and the associated AGls.

It is understood that the proposal intends to utilise the existing Flint — PoA pipeline
which is used at present to transport natural gas from the gas terminal at PoA. A
number of Blocked Value Stations (BVS) are also proposed along the route at:-

- Coed-y-Cra

- Cornist Lane

- Pentre Halkyn

- Babell

It is noted that table 3-2: ‘Location and surroundings of Proposed BVS’ provides
details of the respective ‘Parish’ in which the BVS is proposed to be located. Please
note that the Local Government Act 1972 renamed Welsh parish council’s as
‘Community Councils’. For example, the proposed Coed-y-Cra BVS is located within
the ‘community of Flint Town’.

Please note, the Cornist BVS as proposed also lies within the boundary of Halkyn
Community Council as well as Flint Town Council as it crosses the boundary and
therefore this should be referenced within table 3-2.

Key Issues

The summary of key issues associated with the proposed development are listed at
paragraph 4.10.1 of the Scoping Report and include: the contribution the proposal
would have in relation to delivering low carbon energy projects and contribution to
climate change mitigation, air quality, the impact on cultural heritage and any
archaeology that may be present in the application site area, ecology and
biodiversity, land, soils and contaminated land, landscape and visual impact, major
accidents and disasters, materials (including minerals) and waste, noise and
vibration, population and human health, traffic and transport, water resources and
flood risk and the cumulative effect.

Compliance with the Welsh planning policy, guidance and legislation as well as Local
Development Plan Policies and supplementary planning guidance should also be
considered.



Planning Policy and the adopted development plan

It is noted that this project is a cross boundary project which would affect both
England and Wales. Therefore, the section of the new pipeline and associated works
with both the new and the existing pipeline that lie in Wales, should be considered
against the Development Plan within Wales. | would draw the consultants’ attention
to the legislation in force in Wales as guidance and legislation are different for Wales
than for England and this is not reflected in the submitted Scoping Report as there is
very little reference to the relevant Welsh guidance/policy/legislation.

Some sections of the Scoping Report do not list the relevant Welsh policy or
guidance in which the proposed development should be considered. Within some
sections of the Scoping Report, there is no mention of the adopted Flintshire
development plan and respective policies that the new build infrastructure section of
pipe, the BVS and AGls in Flintshire will be considered against.

The submitted environmental statement will therefore need to have regard for
Planning Policy Wales (PPW) (edition 11, 2021) and any relevant legislation that is in
force in Wales. Also the application should have regard to the respective and
relevant policies within the Flintshire Unitary Development Plan (UDP). The Flintshire
deposit Local Development Plan (LDP) is currently under examination. However, by
the time this application is submitted, the Flintshire LDP could be adopted and
therefore the applicant and its consultants should be made aware of the LDP policies
which may be in place when the application is submitted and determined. The
Development Plan for the section of the project that lies within Wales comprises
Planning Policy Wales, (PPW) (edition 11, 2021) relevant Technical Advice Notes
and also the Flintshire UDP or the Flintshire LDP, should it be adopted when this
application is submitted, and any supplementary planning documents that may be
relevant to the project.

The Wellbeing of Future Generations Act 2015 puts in place seven well-being goals
guiding sustainable development. One of which endeavours to achieve ‘A
prosperous Wales’ in which “An innovative, productive and low carbon society which
recognises the limits of the global environment and therefore uses resources
efficiently and proportionately (including acting on climate change); and which
develops a skilled and well-educated population in an economy which generates
wealth and provides employment opportunities, allowing people to take advantage of
the wealth generated through securing decent work.” The HyNet NW project would
contribute to achieving the long term goal of the Wellbeing of Future Generations Act
of achieving a prosperous Wales.

The specialist consultants commissioned for each respective section of the
Environmental Statement should therefore be made aware that regard will need to
be made for the development plan in Flintshire for the elements of the project that lie
within Wales and any relevant legislation or guidance which should be considered.



Consultees

It is noted that a list of statutory and non-statutory consultees has been provided in
the Scoping Report at paragraph 4.2.1. It is suggested that Network Rail should be
added to this list and consulted as the proposed and existing pipeline may affect
their assets. Likewise the same is suggested in relation to the utility companies that
have assets in the area of the proposed and existing pipeline. The County Council
has consulted the Clwyd-Powys Archaeological Trust (CPAT) and their response is
summarised below. CPAT and Cheshire Archaeology should also be added to the
list along with the Parish/Community Councils which the pipelines; both existing and
proposed could potentially effect. It would also be advisable to consult neighbouring
authority Denbighshire County Council due to the proximity to the Flintshire
/Denbighshire County Council borders and the potential impact on the communities
of Denbighshire. It is also noted that Cheshire West and Chester Council includes
the former local authority area of Chester City Council which now no longer exists.

Air Quality and Noise and Vibration

The Flintshire County Council Environmental Health Officer (EHO) has reviewed the
Scoping Report. He would like to support the ambitions of this project. The FCC
EHO is satisfied that the scoping has identified those aspects of the proposal that
would be of most concern for air quality and noise during both the construction and
operational phases, and as a result the most appropriate mitigation measures can be
incorporated into the project design as it progresses. The FCC EHO is happy to
endorse the Scoping Report.

Technical Advice Note (TAN) 11: Noise should be added to the list of references and
regard should be made to this Welsh Government guidance note as the detailed
guidance for PPW (edition 11, 2021) when the noise impact is considered as part of
the Environmental Statement.

Archaeology and Cultural Heritage
Comments from Clwyd-Powys Archaeological Trust (CPAT) have reviewed the
Scoping Report and have the following comments:

- Para 4.2.1; it would be advisable to add Clwyd-Powys Archaeological Trust
and Cheshire Archaeology to be added to the list of consultees.

- Para 4.2.3; although CPAT are non-statutory organisation (although they do
maintain the statutory HER on behalf of Welsh Ministers), CPAT should also
be consulted on the PEIR to support the statutory consultation anticipated for
Q1in 2022.

- Para 7.2.2; Cadw may require a 3km setting assessment buffer for the AGI
(currently 1km). This would be worth confirming directly with Cadw.

- Para 7.3.1; The National Monuments Record (NMR) should also be listed
here as an additional data source.

- Table 7-1. CPAT agree with the suggestions for which parts of the
development are scoped in/out of the EIA for the constructional and
operational phases.



- Para 7.7.1; the legislation listed in this section should also include Technical
advice note (TAN) 24: The Historic Environment (May 2017) as the detailed
guidance for PPW and the Historic Environment (Wales) Act 2016.

- Para 7.7.2; The HEBDA methodology for assessment should also include the
following sources for consultation as a minimum; HER, NMR, National Library
of Wales (cartographic and documentary sections + online tithe maps
at https://places.library.wales/ ), relevant County Archives (Flintshire,
Wrexham), NRW Lidar data and historic aerial photographic archives.

As part of the walkover survey a historic hedgerows survey should be completed to
determine if hedgerows/field boundaries are classed as historic in accordance with
the Hedgerow Regulations 1997 criteria or are otherwise important.

Finally, Technical Advice Note (TAN) 24: the Historic Environment should be
mentioned in conjunction with Planning Policy Wales (PPW 11, 2021) under the last
bullet point for this section.

Cadw, as the Welsh Government’s historic environment service, has assessed the
characteristics of this proposed development and its location within the historic
environment. In particular, the likely impact on designated or registered historic
assets of national importance. In assessing if the likely impact of the development is
significant Cadw has considered the extent to which the proposals affect those
nationally important historic assets that form the historic environment, including
scheduled ancient monuments, listed buildings, registered historic parks, gardens
and landscapes.

Cadw have also provided a response on this consultation and have provided a list of
historic assets that are potentially affected by the proposal including Listed Buildings,
Scheduled Ancient Monuments, and registered Historic Landscapes (letter enclosed
and forwarded directly to the applicant for their information). Cadw have also noted
that the Scoping Report produced by WSP has identified that whilst there will be no
direct impact on any designated historic asset in Wales there is a potential impact on
the settings of the above. It is therefore proposed to assess the scale of these
impacts as part of the ES. Cadw concur that with this assessment.

However, the Scoping Report suggests that impact of the proposed development on
settings of the designated historic assets in Wales will be assessed using the
methodology outlined in the Welsh Government document “Setting of Historic Assets
in Wales” (2017), whilst the impact of the proposed development on the settings of
the designated heritage assets in Wales will be assessed using the methodology
outlined in the Historic England document “The Setting of Heritage Assets” (2017).
The use of similar but different methodologies to assess this impact could lead to
comparable historic assets being assessed differently. As such it is recommended
that the impact of the proposed development on the setting of all designated historic
assets should be assessed using one methodology and, as the application will be
determined by the UK Government, the assessment should follow the methodology
outlined in the Historic England document “The Setting of Heritage Assets” (2017).



Ecology and Biodiversity

River Dee SSSI/SAC - There needs to be enough information in the ES to
demonstrate that the River Dee crossing will not have impact on the SAC features
principally migratory fish but also otter during construction and operation. Migratory
fish can be sensitive to drilling/ piling vibrations. Ecological Surveys have been
undertaken for the new Queensferry Bridge which may also be relevant to this
project particularly as background information.

Dee Estuary SSSI/SPA/Ramsar - River Dee Floodplain fields in and around
Sealand can be used by Dee Estuary bird assemblage although this is quite variable
often depending on the crops planted, but for the purpose of this project Dee Estuary
SPA/wintering birds should be scoped in, so that the HRA can demonstrate no effect
on the designated features.

Talacre Dunes SSSI and part of the Dee Estuary SAC - Talacre Dunes are noted
for the presence of Natterjack Toad and its habitat. While proposals in relation to the
Eni gas terminal and pipeline amendments will involve a separate planning
application that will be made to Flintshire, a commitment to the continued dune
management would be useful to be referenced for inclusion in the HRA and ES.

Deeside and Buckley Newt Sites SAC - The Conservation Objectives for the site
reference that “Habitats located between SAC compartments are important for
migration, dispersal and genetic exchange of the species, which in turn is of key
importance to maintain the range and population of Great Crested Newt (GCN) in
this locality”. While the SAC would not be directly affected, habitats between SAC
compartments would be and there needs to be reference to this within the
assessment especially where GCN are recorded.

Non-statutory Wildlife Sites are not referenced in Table 8-1; in Flintshire these are
predominantly the ancient woodlands, already listed on the constraints, but wildlife
sites do include other habitats as listed in Section 7 Environment (Wales) Act 2016.
Section 7 — list of the habitats of principal importance for the purpose of maintaining
and enhancing biodiversity. Wildlife Site information is available from Cofnod.

Other TPOs may be relevant for example at Ewloe Green and Northop/Northop Hall.

In Wales, Planning Policy Wales (PPW) 11, sets out that “planning authorities must
seek to maintain and enhance biodiversity in the exercise of their functions. This
means that development should not cause any significant loss of habitats or
populations of species, locally or nationally and must provide a net benefit for
biodiversity” (para 6.4.5 refers). This policy and subsequent policies in Chapter 6 of
PPW 11 respond to the Section 6 Duty of the Environment (Wales) Act 2016. WG
Guidance on Biodiversity enhancement measures is due for consultation later this
year. Technical Advice Note (TAN) 5: Nature Conservation and Planning as the
detailed guidance for PPW (edition 11, 2021) should be added to the list of
references and Flintshire UDP Policies.



It is assumed that Natural Resources Wales will respond directly to the Planning
Inspectorate consultation in relation to ecological matters and biodiversity as no
response has been received yet by the Planning Authority.

Land and Soil

The FCC Contaminated Land Officer is satisfied that the scoping report has
identified that land contamination will be a particular concern associated with this
project and that further, site specific land contamination assessments, remediation,
reinstatement, the movement and deposition of materials and waste management
will be required to be completed to enable the progression of the project. However, |
would draw the consultants’ attention to the legislation in force in Wales as guidance
and legislation are different for Wales than for England and this is not reflected in the
documents particularly in this section of the report. For example, Welsh Government
Contaminated Land statutory guidance, Planning Policy Wales (edition 11, 2021)
and The Contaminated Land (Wales) Regulations 2001 and the respective and
relevant planning policies within the Flintshire UDP and deposit LDP which is
currently under examination however, by the time this application is submitted could
be adopted as stated above.

There are quite a few sites along the pipeline which will need much more
consideration than has already been given in the Scoping Report. The
Contaminated Land Officer is somewhat concerned that some issues don’t appear to
have been considered yet within the Scoping Report. For example, gas/ vapour/
groundwater monitoring infrastructure, landfills, the former MOD munitions factory in
Deeside and lead mines. This can however be addressed in due course but some
areas do need looking at in much more detail, on a site specific basis. The detail of
the assessments and any mitigation measures may be incorporated into the project
design as it progresses and the Contaminated Land Officer would be pleased to
discuss the site specific assessments/ measures in due course.

Landscape and Visual

The Scoping Report covers the methodologies for landscape in Chapter 10 and trees
in Chapter 4 between 4.11.4 and 4.11.7. The LVIA will probably focus on the local
effects of the sections of small scale development, at least the Flintshire side of the
border, and their anticipated effects at a local level.

It would be expected that an underground pipeline would have a much greater
impact during the installation phase compared to the operational stage when only
Above Ground Installations will be visible. The existing gas installation at Talacre is
quite intrusive in the landscape because of the hillside to the south, the
development’s size and its contrast with the surrounding landscape. It will be
interesting to see whether the gas installation at Talacre will be smaller as a result of
its repurposing and consequently whether LVIA assesses the impact of the
development as positive, negative or no change to the landscape?



The methodology for the field assessment of trees is in accordance with
BS5837:2012 Trees in relation to Design, Demolition and Construction —
Recommendations is considered satisfactory.

It is noted that Oakenholt Wood to the south of Flint is one the county’s larger tracts
of ancient woodland. The location for the proposed pipe intersects a small part of this
ancient woodland to the south of the proposed Flint AGI’s. This is shown on the
Environmental Constraints Plan 3-12 Sheet 4.

Mineral safeguarding

The Proposals Maps of the Flintshire Unitary Development Plan shows the minerals
safeguarding areas (MSA) which ensures that known mineral resources are
safeguarded for future use. Policy MIN8 states that any non-mineral development
within the MSA will require evidence as to what extent it may sterilise or restrict the
working of mineral resources. Where evidence is not forthcoming, or demonstrates
that there will be an unacceptable impact on mineral resources the application will be
refused. However, where it is considered that the proposed development is of
overriding importance, consideration will be given to the principle of pre-extraction of
the mineral.

Deposit Local Development Policy EN23 states:-
Non-mineral development within Mineral Safeguarding Areas as defined on the
proposals map will only be permitted where it can be demonstrated that:
i.  The mineral underlying the site does not merit extraction, or
ii.  The need for the non-mineral development outweighs the need to protect the
resource, or
iii.  The mineral can be satisfactorily extracted prior to the non-mineral
development, or
iv.  The development is of a temporary nature or can be removed within the
timescales within which the mineral is likely to be needed, and
v. Essential infrastructure that supports the supply of minerals would not be
compromised or would be provided elsewhere.

All applications for development, with the exception of householder applications, in
these areas shall be supported by a Mineral Safeguarding Assessment. Proposals
for non-mineral development on sites of 4ha or more, which are underlain by
Category 1 sand and gravel shall be supported by a Prior Extraction Assessment.

The majority of the proposed new pipeline infrastructure would not affect mineral
resources. However, it is noted that there is a mineral safeguarding area as defined
on the constraints map of the Flintshire Unitary Development Plan and the Deposit
Local Development Plan located between the areas where the indicative location of
the Flint AGI (B) and indicative location of Flint AGI (C), and also under the proposed
pipeline route to the Flint AGI (C). This areas is underlain by superficial glaciofluvial
sand and gravel. Should either route option B or C be selective this would effectively
sterilise the sand and gravel resources in this location and Policy MIN8 or EN23
would need to be complied with.



Therefore, from a mineral safeguarding perspective, route option A would be
preferred as it would not affect known mineral resources. The other route options for
the Flint AGI (B) and (C) would potentially sterilise known mineral resources and
therefore evidence should be provided that the proposed development is of
overriding importance, and/or prior extraction should be considered.

Other sections of the new pipeline infrastructure would also interact with mineral
resources. A minerals safeguarding area, to protect superficial glaciofluvial sand and
gravel is located to the north and north east of Ewloe. However the mineral resource
in this location is largely already sterilised by virtue of the existing settlements in this
location. The application should however demonstrate compliance with the relevant
mineral safeguarding policy.

Areas of the proposed new pipeline in the Connah’s Quay, Queensferry, Sandycroft
and Sealand area is also underlain by brick clay and coal resources. The deposit
LDP however does not seek to safeguard these mineral resources. However, the
adopted UDP does and therefore parts of the proposed pipeline corridor in these
areas lie in a mineral safeguarding area in the Flintshire UDP. Much of these mineral
resources are also sterilised by the existing development. However some areas are
not unconstrained by development and therefore compliance with the relevant
UDP/LDP mineral safeguarding policy will need to be demonstrated.

The majority of the existing pipeline route lies within mineral safeguarding areas for
limestone as it travels from Halkyn to Trelogan. However the pipeline is already in
situ and has already sterilised the mineral along the route of the pipeline and the
respective easement.

Traffic and Transportation

The Highways Authority has been consulted and has noted that it is envisaged that
the construction phase of HyNet could have significant local impacts on highway
operation even though the long term operation of HyNet will not. The Environmental
Statement should include a Transport Assessment/Statement considering the
potential degree of impact. This may include having to reinforce existing road
crossings of the existing pipeline in addition to any new crossing protection on
localised diversions of the PoA pipeline.

The proposed new pipeline infrastructure intersects part of the proposed A55 ‘red
route’ relief road just in the areas adjacent to Leadbrook Wood. It is understood that
the Welsh Government has put this project on hold at present. However, the North
and Mid Wales Trunk Road Agency should be consulted on the HyNet Project to
ensure that the proposed new pipeline route does not affect the proposed Red Route
or prevent it from being constructed in the future.
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Public Rights of Way

Paragraph 15.3.10 states that “There are a number of PRoW within the study area
comprising footpaths, bridleways, restricted byways and byways open to all traffic
(‘BOAT’) that are expected to interact with the Proposed Development. The
likelihood and scale of impacts at individual PRoW will be considered following an
on-site review of existing conditions and assessment of construction traffic along
routes. It is expected that crossing of PRoW will require temporary closure,
diversions and/or on-site management to mitigate impacts and minimise disruption to
PRoW users”

The Public Rights of Way team welcome the consideration and importance that
appears to have been given to the PROW network and the impact the proposal
would have on significant parts of the network.

The comments and diagram provided for Pipeline Construction Sequencing in Rural
Areas indicates a minimum working area of around 28.5m. From an initial
assessment of the documentation provided, the options given between the
Flintshire/Cheshire County boundary to the connection in the Flint/Oakenholt area,
would directly affect 40+ Public Rights of Way based on these workings.

Until a route is finalised it would be premature for us to provide comments for each
and every potential PROW affected as this will be subject to change but as already
identified, there would be a need for many temporary closures of public rights of way,
some of which will be on routes more popular than others.

Owing to the scheme being a ‘rolling scheme’ across the PROW network, current
legislation allows us to temporarily close PROW for a maximum period of 6 months.
Given the projects proposed length of approximately 18 months and the duration of
this that would be in Flintshire, it is anticipated that a minimum of 2 temporary
closures (comprising multiple site locations within those closures) would be required.

There is no requirement to provide an alternative route while a route is temporarily
closed but for routes of higher importance we would likely request alternatives so as
to not detrimentally affect users.

On-site management to minimise risks to users and potentially safeguard safe
passage for pedestrians while keeping PROW open would be welcome if it is
achievable but this would depend on each site. We would require Risk Assessments
and methodology of working for each specific PROW affected if temporary closures
were not to be pursued and on-site management sought. Given that temporary
closures would be required anyway, the safer option at most locations would seem to
be a temporary closure.
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It is anticipated that permanent diversions of PRoW may be required at locations
affected by BVS and potentially in Flint/Oakenholt for the proposed AGI site. Once
the final locations onsite have been decided for the BVS and AGI we can make a
more informed comment on the requirements and options available.

In the case of the Flint AGI (C), it is close to Public Footpath 66 in Flint (404/66/10)
but even with a site size of 99m x 72m, there would appear to be ample space for
the site without directly requiring a permanent diversion of the right of way (a
temporary closure may still be required for construction of course).

With regard to Flint AGI (B), it would appear likely that a diversion may be required
as the land parcel is smaller at this location.

For Flint AGI (A), the location appears to be in close proximity to 2 PRoW’s but the
land parcels here are much larger and as per (C) there would potentially be options
to avoid any need for diversions at this point if incorporated correctly.

With regard to the BVS, again, the proposed sites of 35m x 25m with a 3m high
perimeter fence would potentially require PRoW to be diverted but there may be
scope to incorporate these into sites without diverting routes permanently. Each
location would need to be assessed specifically upon a route being finalised.

From initial assessment of the plans, the Coed y Cra BVS (near Cornist Ganol)
appears to be directly affected by 3 or 4 PROW’s and would seemingly require a
permanent diversion of the routes to facilitate the BVS.

The Cornist Lane BVS is similar to Coed y Cra in having several PRoW'’s in the
vicinity but the land parcels may be strategically convenient to avoid permanent
diversions but this would have to be assessed in finer detail onsite.

The BVS proposed at Babell and Pentre Halkyn do not appear to affect any PRoW'’s
directly and no diversions would be expected or necessary here.

For any routes that would require permanent diversions, we would usually have to
promote Public Path Diversion Orders under the Town and Country Planning Act.
These would be subject to public representation/objection and if objections were
received, these could add significant delays onto the project while each specific case
is heard by Planning Inspectorate via a public inquiry/hearing or written
representations. The delay could be years given the current timescales we
experience with PINS.

Given the nature of this project, does Welsh Government have powers to impose

diversions without the need for public consultation and the possible lengthy delays
mentioned?
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Water Resources and Flood Risk

All new developments of more than 1 dwelling house or where the construction area
is 100 square meters or more, will require sustainable drainage systems (SuDS) for
surface water. Therefore the BVS and the AGlIs will required SuDS approval. The
SuDS must be designed and built in accordance with Statutory SuDS Standards
published by the Welsh Ministers and SuDS Schemes must be approved by the local
authority acting in its SuDS Approving Body (SAB) role, before construction work
begins. Statutory SuDS Standards for designing, constructing, operating and
maintaining surface water drainage systems, available at;
https://gov.wales/topics/environmentcountryside/epa/flooding/drainage/?lang=en

More information and guidance can be found in the Welsh Government guidance
document:
https://gov.wales/sites/default/files/publications/2019-06/statutory-guidance.pdf

It is assumed that Natural Resources Wales will respond directly to the Planning
Inspectorate consultation in relation to water resources and flood risk as no response
has been received by the Planning Authority.

Other Considerations

Sections of the pipeline potentially pass though Common Land of Halykn and that
under the Commons Act 2006 works may require consent to construct works on
common land under Section 38. A Wales specific guidance note is contained in the
following link: https://gov.wales/sites/default/files/publications/2019-01/commons-
act-2006-guidance-on-applying-under-section-38.pdf

Conclusion

The Council broadly agrees with the scope as set out in the submitted Scoping
Report and accompanying documentation. The above outlines the matters which
require modification, augmentation or clarification as part of any subsequent
planning application and Environmental Statement. The format of the Environmental
Statement should be presented using the same headings as presented within
section 4.10 of the submitted EIA Scoping Report

As stated above, any application requiring development consent within Wales will be
considered against the relevant Welsh National or Flintshire specific adopted
Policies, guidance and legislation. Therefore each respective chapter should refer to
Planning Policy Wales (edition 11, 2021), relevant Technical Advice Notes and
Flintshire Unitary Development Plan Policies or the Flintshire LDP should it be
adopted, and any Supplementary Planning Guidance documents that maybe
relevant.

Should you wish to discuss the methodology, rational and scope of any future
Environmental Statement please do not hesitate to contact my officer Miss H Parish.
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Consultees

For your information, | attach the list of those consulted in regards to the Scoping
Report.

Flintshire County Council Internal Consultees:-
Ecologist; Amanda Davies: - I

Highways Authority: - HighwaysDevelopmentControl@flintshire.gov.uk

Flintshire Environmental Protection Team; email: - pollution.control@flintshire.gov.uk

Contaminated Land Officer: - | NN

Tree/landscape Officer: - I EENENEGEGEGEGEEE

Conservation Officer: - | GGG (0 response provided)
Public Rights of Way Officer: - I NG

External Consultees

Clwyd and Powys Archeological Trust (CPAT); I
Cadw: Cadwplanning@gov.wales

Chief Officer (Planning, Environment & Economy)
Prif Swyddog (Cynllunio, Amgylchedd ac Economi)
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Health and Safety
Executive

CEMHD- Land Use Planning
NSIP Consultations

Building 1.2, Redgrave Court
Merton Road, Bootle
Merseyside, L20 7HS

Your ref: ENO70007
Our ref: 4.2.1.6854.

HSE email: NSIP.applications@hse.gov.uk

Date: 16 June 2021

FAO Ben Jenkinson

EIA Advisor

The Planning Inspectorate
Temple Quay House

2 The Square

Temple Quay

Bristol

BS1 6PN

(By Email)

Dear Ben
Application by Liverpool Bay CCS Limited (the Applicant) for an Order granting Development Consent for the HyNet
North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline (the Proposed Development)

Thank you for your letter of 3 June 2021 regarding the information to be provided in an environmental statement relating to the
above project. HSE does not comment on EIA Scoping Reports but the following information is likely to be useful to the applicant.

HSE’s land use planning advice

Will the proposed development fall within any of HSE’s consultation distances?

1. With reference to the document and associated appendices Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report
(Document Reference Number 0.6.1) it is clear, owing to both the nature and scale of the proposed development,
that the proposed development either originates, passes through and/or cut across a series of HSE public safety
consultation zones associated with a number of Major Accident Hazard Installation(s) and Major Accident Hazard
Pipeling(s).

2. It would appear that the location of Control Room(s), Construction Compound(s) and the like are yet to be determined,
consequently HSE is currently not in a position to provide an indication of its’ statutory Land Use Planning advice.
However as a general point HSE will not advise against a proposed development, providing the proposed
development does not introduce populations, either permanent or temporary, into any of HSE’s public safety
consultation zones which are assigned to individual Major Accident Hazard Installation(s) and/or Major Accident
Hazard Pipeline(s).

3. Please note if at any time a new Major Accident Hazard Pipeline is introduced or existing Pipeline(s) are modified prior
to the determination of a future application, then the HSE reserves the right to revise its advice. Likewise if prior to the
determination of a future application, a Hazardous Substances Consent is granted for a new Major Hazard Installation
or a Hazardous Substances Consent is varied for an existing Major Hazard Installation in the vicinity of the proposed
project, then again the HSE reserves the right to revise its advice.



a. Noting that this could be brought about by changes made to Regulations, whereby the proposed development
(Carbon Dioxide Pipeline & AGIs) may itself at some future time be brought into the scope of Major Hazards
regulations.

4. The Applicant notes that CO2 is not currently defined as a dangerous substance under the Control of Major Accident

Hazards Regulations 1999 (COMAH) or as a dangerous fluid under the Pipelines Safety Regulations 1996 (Ref:
Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report, Document Reference Number 0.6.1, Page 176 of 281)

Would Hazardous Substances Consent be needed?

5. The presence of hazardous substances on, over or under land at or above set threshold quantities (Controlled
Quantities) may require Hazardous Substances Consent (HSC) under the Planning (Hazardous Substances) Act 1990
as amended. The substances, alone or when aggregated with others, for which HSC is required, and the associated
Controlled Quantities, are set out in both The Planning (Hazardous Substances) Regulations 2015 & The Planning
(Hazardous Substances) (Wales) Regulations 2015

6. Hazardous Substances Consent would be required if the proposed development site is intending to store or use any of
the Named Hazardous Substances or Categories of Substances and Preparations at or above the controlled
guantities set out in schedule 1 of these Regulations.

7. Further information on HSC should be sought from the relevant Hazardous Substances Authority.

Explosives sites

HSE has no comment to make in this regard, as there are no licensed explosive sites showing in the area of the proposed
development.

Electrical Safety
No comment, from a planning perspective.

During lockdown, please send any further communication on this project directly to the HSE’s designated e-mail account for
NSIP applications at nsip.applications@hse.gov.uk.

Yours sincerely

Monica Langton
CEMHD4



From:
To: Hynet CO2 Pipeline

Subject: FW: EN070007 - HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline - EIA Scoping Notification and Consultation
Date: 15 June 2021 15:47:33
Attachments: image004.png

Letter to stat cons Scoping & Reg 11 Notification.pdf
Geotechnical Certification Process for Third Party Works.pdf

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for consulting Highways England in relation to the EIA Scoping note for
a proposed North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline. Highways England note that
consultation has taken place with local Highway Authorities, and there is a
commitment to engage with Highways England. We would welcome the
opportunity for this engagement, including discussion around any transport impact
and / or traffic management proposals which might affect the Strategic Road
Network (SRN).

Highways England’s document “The strategic road network, Planning for the future
- A guide to working with Highways England on planning matters” makes
reference to the need for EIAs and states that “Assessment undertaken by the
promoter of the development should be sufficiently comprehensive to establish the
likely transport related environmental impacts, including air quality, light pollution
and noise, and to identify the measures to mitigate these impacts. To avoid
potential delay or challenge, transport assessments/statements and environmental
statements/impact assessments should be mutually consistent and pay due
regard to each other. As such we would expect the transport chapter of the EIA to
reflect the information in any Transport Assessment.
The overall forecast demand on the SRN and surrounding local road network
should be assessed and compared to the ability of the existing network to
accommodate traffic. Assessments should be carried out for:

the development and construction phase;

and

the opening year, assuming full build out and occupation, and

either a date ten years after the date of registration of the associated

planning application or the end of the Local Plan period (whichever is the

greater).
However, it is recognised in this instance that the traffic impacts will largely be
generated in the development and construction phase only. Highways England are
content with the proposed Traffic and Transport Study Area (Figure 15-1).
However, as the siting of compounds and haul routes has not fully been identified
yet, the study area may need to change to encompass these factors should their
locations potentially impact beyond the study area.

The EIA Scoping Document makes reference to numerous crossings of the
Strategic Road Network, identifying that this would be achieved through trenchless
technology. However, further detail is needed to understand exactly where these
crossings are to be located. Any third party works involving trenchless
installations under the Highways England road network will require geotechnical
certification and would require a Section 50 Agreement. | have attached a
document which outlines how this process links in with The Design Manual for
Roads and Bridges (DMRB) standard CD 622, Managing Geotechnical Risk.



The EIA Scoping Note makes reference to construction compounds. Highways
England are keen to understand where these compounds are likely to be located,
along with the potential access/haul routes. Paragraph 15.2.3 states that
construction traffic will need to access working areas and construction compounds
through temporary access points and potentially bespoke haul routes that would
not have public access. 15.4.1 goes on to say that careful consideration of the
micro-siting of these temporary access points will be a key feature in terms of
reducing the risk of adverse effects, with access points needing to incorporate
appropriate visibility splays, turning radii and speed limit reductions where
necessary/appropriate.

Highways England’s guidance document Circular 02/2013 “The Strategic Road
Network and the Delivery of Sustainable Development” states that “new accesses
to busy high speed strategic roads lead to more weaving and turning manoeuvres,
which in turn create additional risk to safety and reduce the reliability of journeys,
resulting in a negative impact on overall national economic activity and
performance”. As such we would be unlikely to approve any temporary access for
construction traffic from the Strategic Road Network. Highways England are keen
to work with the developer to understand potential transport impacts associated
with the location of the compounds and haul routes.

Highways England are also keen to understand the anticipated timescales
involved around this project, particularly in relation to potential traffic impacts on
the Strategic Road Network as well as for any sub surface tunnelling at locations
around the SRN

As previously stated, we are happy to liaise with the developer in relation to the
proposed route of the pipeline around the Strategic Road Network and also to
scope out the detailed elements of a Transport Assessment.

Kind regards

Ben

Benjamin Laverick, Assistant Spatial Planner

Highways England | Piccadilly Gate | Store Street | Manchester | M1 2WD
Web: www.highwaysengland.co.uk

From: Hynet CO2 Pipeline <hynetco2pipeline@planninginspectorate.gov.uk>
Sent: 03 June 2021 13:50

Subject: ENO70007 - HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline - EIA Scoping Notification and
Consultation

Dear Sir/Madam,

Please see attached correspondence on the proposed HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide
Pipeline.

Please note the deadline for consultation responses is 03 July 2021, and is a statutory



requirment that cannot be extended.

Kind regards,

Ben Jenkinson

EIA Advisor

The Planning Inspectorate

Temple Quay House, 2 The Square, Temple Quay, Bristol, BS1 6PN

https: //www.gov.uk/government/organisations/planning-inspectorate
Twitter: @PINSgov

.
Telephone:_

(2]

Please take a moment to review the Planning Inspectorate's Privacy Notice
which can be accessed by clicking this link.

Please note that the contents of this email and any attachments are privileged and/or
confidential and intended solely for the use of the intended recipient. If you are not the
intended recipient of this email and its attachments, you must take no action based upon
them, nor must you copy or show them to anyone. Please contact the sender if you believe
you have received this email in error and then delete this email from your system.

Recipients should note that e-mail traffic on Planning Inspectorate systems is subject to
monitoring, recording and auditing to secure the effective operation of the system and for
other lawful purposes. The Planning Inspectorate has taken steps to keep this e-mail and
any attachments free from viruses. It accepts no liability for any loss or damage caused as
a result of any virus being passed on. It is the responsibility of the recipient to perform all
necessary checks.

The statements expressed in this e-mail are personal and do not necessarily reflect the
opinions or policies of the Inspectorate.

DPC:76616c646f72



This email may contain information which is confidential and is intended only for
use of the recipient/s named above. If you are not an intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any copying, distribution, disclosure, reliance upon or other
use of the contents of this email is strictly prohibited. If you have received this
email in error, please notify the sender and destroy it.

Highways England Company Limited | General enquiries: 0300 123 5000
|National Traffic Operations Centre, 3 Ridgeway, Quinton Business Park,
Birmingham B32 1AF | https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/highways-

england | info@highwaysengland.co.uk

Registered in England and Wales no 9346363 | Registered Office: Bridge House,
1 Walnut Tree Close, Guildford, Surrey GU1 4L.Z

Consider the environment. Please don't print this e-mail unless you really need to.



SES Guidance Notes for Horizontal Directional Drilling and other Trenchless
Installations.

Geotechnical Certification Process for Third Party Works
Trenchless Installations Under Highways England Strategic Road
Network

1. Introduction

All third-party works promoters and their sub-contractors who intend to work under
Highways England’s operational Strategic Road Network (SRN) and assets (e.g.
depots, compounds, service areas, etc.) are required to consult and seek technical
approval from Highways England prior to commencement of the site work. This
guidance note provides a summary of Highways England’s geotechnical certification
process for third parties who are planning to undertake new service installation under
the motorways, trunk roads or other Highways England assets.

2. Geotechnical Certification Process

The Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) standard which sets out the
geotechnical certification procedure is CD 622, Managing Geotechnical Risk (). The
key objective of CD 622 is to identify the geotechnical risks and manage those risks
correctly. The following roles play a key part in the CD 622 process;

» Overseeing Organisation (i.e. Highways England) Geotechnical Advisor
(OOGA)
» Designer’s Geotechnical Advisor (DGA)

The geotechnical certification process may take several weeks and therefore it is
prudent that the third-party scheme Project Manager allows sufficient time and cost
as part of their planning process. It should be noted that the legal consent process is
a separate process to the geotechnical certification process and that both processes
need to be addressed by the scheme promoter.

3. CD 622 Geotechnical Reporting

At the inception of the CD 622 process, the third-party promoter is required to
identify and nominate a suitably qualified and experienced geotechnical engineer for
acceptance by the OOGA to fulfil the DGA role. The criteria for the DGA role are
detailed in CD 622 and the candidate is expected to be familiar with the design and
construction of roads and with various trenchless crossing techniques. Once
appointed, the DGA must actively engage with the OOGA throughout the planning,
interpretation and implementation of the geotechnical aspects of the proposed work
including CD 622 reporting. There are five key geotechnical documents required to
be produced under CD 622 comprising (in sequential order);

1) http://lwww.standardsforhighways.co.uk/ha/standards/dmrb/vol4/section1/hd2208.pdf
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SES Guidance Notes for Horizontal Directional Drilling and other Trenchless
Installations.

@i.) Statement of Intent (Sol)

(@ii.)  Preliminary Sources Study report (PSSR) including Annex A
(iii.)  Ground Investigation Report (GIR)

(iv.) Geotechnical Design Report (GDR)

(iv.) Geotechnical Feedback Report (GFR)

It should be noted that CD 622 is a risk-based stepped approval process which
means a geotechnical report submission must be certified before moving to the next.
For straightforward schemes where the geotechnical risks are demonstrated in the
Sol to be low, some submissions (with the exception of GFR) may be combined
upon advance agreement with the OOGA. If following the desk study exercise (i.e.
PSSR) a detailed ground investigation, survey, factual data and/or specialist
geotechnical interpretation are required, it is anticipated this will incur additional time
to the overall CD622 certification process. It is the responsibility of the third-party
promoter and their Designer and Contractor to plan and procure these surveys as
well as validating any asset data and to assess and manage the risks associated
with the works in a timely manner.

4. Geotechnical Considerations

All geotechnical risks associated with the proposed service installation works that
can affect stability of the earthworks and interacting with any other Highways
England assets (e.g. bridges, pavement, drainage, lightings, signals, barriers and
soft estates) are expected to be correctly managed via the CD622 process. For
trenchless installation beneath the carriageway, it is important that any drilling and
duct installation method does not result in significant deformation of the pavement (2
or adversely impact on the adjacent assets such as drainage and nearby verges.
The relevant geotechnical reporting stages will need to demonstrate as a minimum
(although not limited to):

a) An understanding of the attendant geotechnical risks to the road infrastructure
with respect to the selection of appropriate method(s) of installation (e.g.
consideration of cover: diameter ratio, existing underground service utilities
and structures, impact of works, etc). The geotechnical risks are to be
captured in a risk register in tabulated format, with a demonstration of how
each of the risks are being eliminated or mitigated.

b) An understanding of the ground conditions, with a realistic ground model
presented. Provide drawings showing the details of the design alignments
(vertical and horizontal) of the proposed service route, the affected HE assets
and the interpreted geological boundaries.

(@) As a general rule, the proposed works should not worsen the existing condition of any HE asset,
all in the effort to keep Highways England assets in good condition and to meet HE obligations
with respect to safety and service provision. For road pavement, no permanent heave or
settlement greater than 10mm over 3m length on the road surface are expected

N



SES Guidance Notes for Horizontal Directional Drilling and other Trenchless
Installations.

c)

d)

f)

9)

h)

An assessment of the likely magnitude of settlement (including differential
settlement) or heave and its implication on the affected asset.

An assessment of the stability of launch / reception pits and stability of the
bore itself — in as much as they affect the stability and integrity of the SRN
and Highways England assets.

Options and selection of an appropriate trenchless installation technique with
justification and recognition by the installation contractor that the method of
installation and means of monitoring and control (warning / trigger thresholds)
detailed in the GDR can be achieved.

Means of monitoring slurry pressures and returns to demonstrate how the risk
of blow-out and / or slurry loss is being managed.

A contingency plan for recovery of any problems related to the trenchless
operation, such as might occur from excessive ground movement, slurry
escapes into road drainage, drill becoming stuck, etc.

Provide as-built records comprising vertical and horizontal profiles of the
service crossing and construction notes in the GFR including details of any
problems encountered during the works and procedures used to resolve the
problems.

5. USEFUL REFERENCES AND FURTHER READINGS

1.

Highways Agency. 2008, Managing Geotechnical Risk, Standard HD 22,
Design Manual for Roads and Bridges, Volume 4, Section 1, Part 2.

Highways Agency. 2008, Guidance on the Trenchless Installation of Services
Beneath Motorways and Trunk Roads, Standard HA 120, Design Manual for
Roads and Bridge, Volume 4, Section 1, Part 8.

Highways Agency. 2000, Implementation Standard for Trenchless Installation
of Highway Drainage and Service Ducts, Standard SD 14, Manual of Contract
Documents for Highway Works, Volume 5, Section 8, Part 1.

Highways Agency. 2006, Series 8000 - Specification, Manual of Contract
Documents for Highway Works, Volume 5, Section 8, Part 2.

Highways Agency. 2006, Series 8000 - Method of Measurement, Manual of
Contract Documents for Highway Works, Volume 5, Section 8, Part 4.

Highways England. 2017, Transmission Infrastructure, Standard TD72,
Design Manual for Roads and Bridge, Volume 9, Section 3, Part 1.
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SES Guidance Notes for Horizontal Directional Drilling and other Trenchless
Installations.

Geotechnical Certification Process for Third Party Works
Trenchless Installations Under Highways England Strategic Road
Network

1. Introduction

All third-party works promoters and their sub-contractors who intend to work under
Highways England’s operational Strategic Road Network (SRN) and assets (e.g.
depots, compounds, service areas, etc.) are required to consult and seek technical
approval from Highways England prior to commencement of the site work. This
guidance note provides a summary of Highways England’s geotechnical certification
process for third parties who are planning to undertake new service installation under
the motorways, trunk roads or other Highways England assets.

2. Geotechnical Certification Process

The Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) standard which sets out the
geotechnical certification procedure is CD 622, Managing Geotechnical Risk (). The
key objective of CD 622 is to identify the geotechnical risks and manage those risks
correctly. The following roles play a key part in the CD 622 process;

» Overseeing Organisation (i.e. Highways England) Geotechnical Advisor
(OOGA)
» Designer’s Geotechnical Advisor (DGA)

The geotechnical certification process may take several weeks and therefore it is
prudent that the third-party scheme Project Manager allows sufficient time and cost
as part of their planning process. It should be noted that the legal consent process is
a separate process to the geotechnical certification process and that both processes
need to be addressed by the scheme promoter.

3. CD 622 Geotechnical Reporting

At the inception of the CD 622 process, the third-party promoter is required to
identify and nominate a suitably qualified and experienced geotechnical engineer for
acceptance by the OOGA to fulfil the DGA role. The criteria for the DGA role are
detailed in CD 622 and the candidate is expected to be familiar with the design and
construction of roads and with various trenchless crossing techniques. Once
appointed, the DGA must actively engage with the OOGA throughout the planning,
interpretation and implementation of the geotechnical aspects of the proposed work
including CD 622 reporting. There are five key geotechnical documents required to
be produced under CD 622 comprising (in sequential order);

1) http://lwww.standardsforhighways.co.uk/ha/standards/dmrb/vol4/section1/hd2208.pdf
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SES Guidance Notes for Horizontal Directional Drilling and other Trenchless
Installations.

@i.) Statement of Intent (Sol)

(@ii.)  Preliminary Sources Study report (PSSR) including Annex A
(iii.)  Ground Investigation Report (GIR)

(iv.) Geotechnical Design Report (GDR)

(iv.) Geotechnical Feedback Report (GFR)

It should be noted that CD 622 is a risk-based stepped approval process which
means a geotechnical report submission must be certified before moving to the next.
For straightforward schemes where the geotechnical risks are demonstrated in the
Sol to be low, some submissions (with the exception of GFR) may be combined
upon advance agreement with the OOGA. If following the desk study exercise (i.e.
PSSR) a detailed ground investigation, survey, factual data and/or specialist
geotechnical interpretation are required, it is anticipated this will incur additional time
to the overall CD622 certification process. It is the responsibility of the third-party
promoter and their Designer and Contractor to plan and procure these surveys as
well as validating any asset data and to assess and manage the risks associated
with the works in a timely manner.

4. Geotechnical Considerations

All geotechnical risks associated with the proposed service installation works that
can affect stability of the earthworks and interacting with any other Highways
England assets (e.g. bridges, pavement, drainage, lightings, signals, barriers and
soft estates) are expected to be correctly managed via the CD622 process. For
trenchless installation beneath the carriageway, it is important that any drilling and
duct installation method does not result in significant deformation of the pavement (2
or adversely impact on the adjacent assets such as drainage and nearby verges.
The relevant geotechnical reporting stages will need to demonstrate as a minimum
(although not limited to):

a) An understanding of the attendant geotechnical risks to the road infrastructure
with respect to the selection of appropriate method(s) of installation (e.g.
consideration of cover: diameter ratio, existing underground service utilities
and structures, impact of works, etc). The geotechnical risks are to be
captured in a risk register in tabulated format, with a demonstration of how
each of the risks are being eliminated or mitigated.

b) An understanding of the ground conditions, with a realistic ground model
presented. Provide drawings showing the details of the design alignments
(vertical and horizontal) of the proposed service route, the affected HE assets
and the interpreted geological boundaries.

(@) As a general rule, the proposed works should not worsen the existing condition of any HE asset,
all in the effort to keep Highways England assets in good condition and to meet HE obligations
with respect to safety and service provision. For road pavement, no permanent heave or
settlement greater than 10mm over 3m length on the road surface are expected

N



SES Guidance Notes for Horizontal Directional Drilling and other Trenchless
Installations.

c)

d)

f)

9)

h)

An assessment of the likely magnitude of settlement (including differential
settlement) or heave and its implication on the affected asset.

An assessment of the stability of launch / reception pits and stability of the
bore itself — in as much as they affect the stability and integrity of the SRN
and Highways England assets.

Options and selection of an appropriate trenchless installation technique with
justification and recognition by the installation contractor that the method of
installation and means of monitoring and control (warning / trigger thresholds)
detailed in the GDR can be achieved.

Means of monitoring slurry pressures and returns to demonstrate how the risk
of blow-out and / or slurry loss is being managed.

A contingency plan for recovery of any problems related to the trenchless
operation, such as might occur from excessive ground movement, slurry
escapes into road drainage, drill becoming stuck, etc.

Provide as-built records comprising vertical and horizontal profiles of the
service crossing and construction notes in the GFR including details of any
problems encountered during the works and procedures used to resolve the
problems.

5. USEFUL REFERENCES AND FURTHER READINGS

1.

Highways Agency. 2008, Managing Geotechnical Risk, Standard HD 22,
Design Manual for Roads and Bridges, Volume 4, Section 1, Part 2.

Highways Agency. 2008, Guidance on the Trenchless Installation of Services
Beneath Motorways and Trunk Roads, Standard HA 120, Design Manual for
Roads and Bridge, Volume 4, Section 1, Part 8.

Highways Agency. 2000, Implementation Standard for Trenchless Installation
of Highway Drainage and Service Ducts, Standard SD 14, Manual of Contract
Documents for Highway Works, Volume 5, Section 8, Part 1.

Highways Agency. 2006, Series 8000 - Specification, Manual of Contract
Documents for Highway Works, Volume 5, Section 8, Part 2.

Highways Agency. 2006, Series 8000 - Method of Measurement, Manual of
Contract Documents for Highway Works, Volume 5, Section 8, Part 4.

Highways England. 2017, Transmission Infrastructure, Standard TD72,
Design Manual for Roads and Bridge, Volume 9, Section 3, Part 1.
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Historic England

Ms Helen Lancaster Direct Dial: 0161 242 1412
Planning Inspectorate

Our ref: PLO0750492

29 June 2021

Dear Ms Lancaster

Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017(the EIA Regulations) - Regulations 10
and 11

Application by Liverpool Bay CCS Limited (the Applicant) for an Order granting
Development Consent for the HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline (the
Proposed Development)

Thank you for your letter of 3 June 2021 consulting Historic England about the above
EIA Scoping Report. The proposed development could, potentially, have an impact
upon a number of designated heritage assets and their settings along the route of the
proposed pipeline. We would expect the Environmental Report to contain a thorough
assessment of the likely effects which the proposed development might have upon
those elements which contribute to the significance of these assets.

We would also expect the Environment Report to consider the potential impacts which
the proposals might have upon un-designated heritage assets. These ought to be
included as they are valued components of the historic environment.

We would expect the assessment to clearly demonstrate that the extent of the
proposed study area is of the appropriate size to ensure that all heritage assets likely
to be affected by this development have been included and can be properly assessed.
It is important that the Assessment is designed to ensure that all impacts are fully
understood, using where necessary techniques such as photomontages to illustrate
and assess setting impacts. Historic England would welcome the opportunity to assist
in agreeing suitable viewpoints for these.

The submitted Scoping Report proposes an appropriate study area, in our view, with a
500m buffer around the route of the buried pipeline, and a 1km buffer around the
confirmed locations of above-ground installations. Within this area the applicants
appear to have identified all known designated heritage assets, as well as known un-
designated heritage assets. In identifying these assets, they appear to have consulted
appropriate sources of information, including the National Heritage List for England
and the Cheshire Historic Environment Record. In this connection, it is important that
Cheshire West and Chester's Conservation staff and the Cheshire Archaeology
Planning Advisory Service are involved in the development of the assessment. They
are best placed to advise on local historic environment issues and priorities, how the
policy or proposal can be tailored to minimise potential adverse impacts on the historic
environment, and the nature and design of any required mitigation measures, together

SUITES 3.3 AND 3.4 CANADA HOUSE 3 CHEPSTOW STREET MANCHESTER M1 5FW
Telephone 0161242 1416
HistoricEngland.org.uk

Historic England is subject to both the Freedom of Information Act (2000) and Environmental Information Regulations (2004). Any
Information held by the organisation can be requested for release under this legislation.



A Historic England

with opportunities for securing wider benefits for the future conservation and
management of heritage assets. It appears from the information contained in the
Scoping Report that they have been fully consulted on the work that has taken place to
date, and we would expect them to continue to be so as the work proceeds.

The assessment should also take account of the potential impact which associated
activities (such as construction activity, servicing and maintenance, and associated
traffic) might have upon perceptions, understanding and appreciation of the heritage
assets in the area. Assessment should also consider, where appropriate, the likelihood
of alterations to drainage patterns that might lead to in situ decomposition or
destruction of below ground archaeological remains and deposits, and can also lead to
subsidence of buildings and monuments.

The proposed assessment methodology set out in sections 7.7 and 7.8 of the Scoping
Report includes the production of a Historic Environment Desk-Based Assessment,
with a site walkover and subsequent geophysical survey being carried out in order to
assess the archaeological remains within the study area.

We strongly recommend that geophysical survey should not be carried out without first
carrying out a geomorphological survey of the study area. This should take the form of
a desk-based geoarchaeological assessment and deposit model. This is vital in order
to understand the nature of the geology and deposits in the area, which will inform the
choice of the correct geophysical survey method.

This area of Cheshire is low-lying and has the potential for deep deposits of peat and
organic-rich alluvium, which could potentially seal former ground surfaces and
archaeology which standard geophysical survey methods might not pick up, especially
deposits deeper than 1 metre. That is why it is vital to carry out a geomorphological
survey of the study area in order to inform the choice of geophysical technique. This
may also mean that coring or test pitting may be required in advance of any
geophysical work.

Peat and organic-rich alluvium are valuable historic environment resources due to their
potential to contain palaeoenvironmental information (plant remains, pollen, insects
etc.). Such burial environments are susceptible to degradation and geochemical
changes including the dewatering of surrounding areas (mentioned in section 3.6.7). A
preservation and palaeoenvironmental assessment should be carried out on any such
deposits to assess their potential before any dewatering in the study area.

We have guidance to help with these areas of study, including guidance on
geoarchaeology, deposit modelling design, and preserving archaeological remains:

<https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/ge oarchaeology-earth-
sciences-to-understand-archaeological-record/>

<https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/de posit-modelling-and-
archaeology/>

SUITES 3.3 AND 3.4 CANADA HOUSE 3 CHEPSTOW STREET MANCHESTER M1 5FW
Telephone 0161242 1416
HistoricEngland.org.uk

Historic England is subject to both the Freedom of Information Act (2000) and Environmental Information Regulations (2004). Any
Information held by the organisation can be requested for release under this legislation.
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<https://historicengland.org.uk/images-books/publications/preserving-archaeological-
remains/>

We would be grateful if you would make the applicants aware of this guidance.

Yours sincerel

Andrew Davison
Inspector of Ancient Monuments

SUITES 3.3 AND 3.4 CANADA HOUSE 3 CHEPSTOW STREET MANCHESTER M1 5FW
Telephone 0161242 1416
HistoricEngland.org.uk

Historic England is subject to both the Freedom of Information Act (2000) and Environmental Information Regulations (2004). Any
Information held by the organisation can be requested for release under this legislation.



Mollington Parish Councill

Chairman
Councillor Roger Jones

Tel:
Email:

Helen Lancaster Parish Clerk
Senior E|A AdViSOf Mrs Pauline English
Environmental Services
Planning Inspectorate

Our Ref: MPC/LMR/PE Your Ref: ENO70007-000007-210603 Date: 30 June 2021
Dear Ms Lancaster

In response to the proposal to run a carbon dioxide pipeline through our village, Mollington Parish
Council would like to make the following observations:

1)  The proposed route which is marked blue on your interactive map seems to run to within a
quarter of a mile of the centre of the village

2) It appears to run adjacent to properties in places, and near to a primary school of
approximately 140 children and a pre-school/nursery of approximately 20 children.

Therefore:

3) We are concerned about the safety aspects of the scheme with the possible release of
carbon dioxide into the environment, especially as we understand that the CO2 is likely to
be transported under pressure in a supercritical state.

4) We are very concerned about the effects on the local ecology, this being a semi-rural
community with an abundance of wildlife, including great crested newts.

5) Access to the village is often difficult with narrow country roads and we feel that the added
disruption from the construction and laying of the pipeline, with the associated facilities
needed, would be unacceptable, paying particular attention to noise and restricted access
to the school and for emergency vehicles.

6) The proposed route is liable to flooding. Earlier this year (2021) there was a severe flooding
event with several properties affected and we feel that the works involved in laying the
pipeline could further disrupt the drainage of water which the local residents and farmers
currently work hard to mitigate.

We will welcome the opportunity to elaborate further on our concerns in person at your Public
Consultation.

Yours sincerely

Pauline English
Parish Clerk

Living\\Vage

www.mollington-pc.org.uk



National Grid house
Warwick Technology Park
Gallows Hill, Warwick
CV34 6DA

Land and Acquisitions
Anne Holdsworth

DCO Liaison Officer
Land and Property

I
Direct tel: -+ G

www.nationalgrid.com

SUBMITTED ELECTRONICALLY:
hynetco2pipeline@planninginspectorate.gov.uk

29 June 2021

Dear Sir/Madam

APPLICATION BY LIVERPOOL BAY CCS LIMITED (THE APPLICANT) FOR AN ORDER
GRANTING DEVELOPMENT CONSENT FOR THE HYNET NORTH WEST CARBON DIOXIDE
PIPELINE (THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT)

SCOPING CONSULTATION

| refer to your letter dated 3 June 2021 in relation to the above proposed application. This is a
response on behalf of National Grid Electricity Transmission PLC (NGET) and National Grid Gas PLC
(NGG).

Having reviewed the scoping report, | would like to make the following comments:
National Grid infrastructure within /in close proximity to the order boundary
Electricity Transmission Infrastructure

National Grid Electricity Transmission has high voltage electricity overhead transmission lines and
underground cables within the scoping area. The overhead lines and cables form an essential part
of the electricity transmission network in England and Wales.

Overhead Lines
e 47ZB 400kV Bodelwyddan — Deeside — Pentir
e ZO 400kV Daines - Deeside
e ZK 400kV Deeside — Legacy — Trawsfynydd
e 4ZE 400kV Capenhurst - Frodsham
e YYS 132kV Capenhurst - Ince

National Grid is a trading name for: National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc National Grid Gas plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH

Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977 Registered in England and Wales, No 2006000



National Grid house
Warwick Technology Park
Gallows Hill, Warwick
CV34 6DA

Other Apparatus

Pilot cables alongside the A5117 highway.

Gas Transmission Infrastructure:

National Grid Gas has a high pressure gas transmission pipeline located within or in close proximity
to the proposed order limits. The transmission pipeline forms an essential part of the gas

transmission network in England, Wales and Scotland:

Gas Apparatus:
e Feeder 21 Mickle Trafford to Tee To Shotwick

I enclose plans showing the location of National Grid’s:
- overhead lines;
- underground cables; and
- gas pipeline.

Specific Comments

Electricity Infrastructure:

National Grid’s Overhead Line/s is protected by a Deed of Easement/Wayleave Agreement
which provides full right of access to retain, maintain, repair and inspect our asset

Statutory electrical safety clearances must be maintained at all times. Any proposed
buildings must not be closer than 5.3m to the lowest conductor. National Grid recommends
that no permanent structures are built directly beneath overhead lines. These distances are
set out in EN 43 — 8 Technical Specification for “overhead line clearances Issue 3 (2004)

If any changes in ground levels are proposed either beneath or in close proximity to our
existing overhead lines then this would serve to reduce the safety clearances for such
overhead lines. Safe clearances for existing overhead lines must be maintained in all
circumstances.

The relevant guidance in relation to working safely near to existing overhead lines is
contained within the Health and Safety Executive’s (www.hse.gov.uk) Guidance Note GS 6
“Avoidance of Danger from Overhead Electric Lines” and all relevant site staff should make
sure that they are both aware of and understand this guidance.

Plant, machinery, equipment, buildings or scaffolding should not encroach within 5.3
metres of any of our high voltage conductors when those conductors are under their worse
conditions of maximum “sag” and “swing” and overhead line profile (maximum “sag” and
“swing”) drawings should be obtained using the contact details above.

National Grid is a trading name for: National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc National Grid Gas plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH

Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977 Registered in England and Wales, No 2006000



National Grid house
Warwick Technology Park
Gallows Hill, Warwick
CV34 6DA

If a landscaping scheme is proposed as part of the proposal, we request that only slow and
low growing species of trees and shrubs are planted beneath and adjacent to the existing
overhead line to reduce the risk of growth to a height which compromises statutory safety
clearances.

Drilling or excavation works should not be undertaken if they have the potential to disturb
or adversely affect the foundations or “pillars of support” of any existing tower. These
foundations always extend beyond the base area of the existing tower and foundation
(“pillar of support”) drawings can be obtained using the contact details above.

National Grid Electricity Transmission high voltage underground cables are protected by a
Deed of Grant; Easement; Wayleave Agreement or the provisions of the New Roads and
Street Works Act. These provisions provide National Grid full right of access to retain,
maintain, repair and inspect our assets. Hence we require that no permanent / temporary
structures are to be built over our cables or within the easement strip. Any such proposals
should be discussed and agreed with National Grid prior to any works taking place.

Ground levels above our cables must not be altered in any way. Any alterations to the
depth of our cables will subsequently alter the rating of the circuit and can compromise the
reliability, efficiency and safety of our electricity network and requires consultation with
National Grid prior to any such changes in both level and construction being implemented.

Gas Infrastructure

The following points should be taken into consideration:

National Grid has a Deed of Grant of Easement for each pipeline, which prevents the
erection of permanent / temporary buildings, or structures, change to existing ground
levels, storage of materials etc.

Pipeline Crossings:

Where existing roads cannot be used, construction traffic should ONLY cross the pipeline at
previously agreed locations.

The pipeline shall be protected, at the crossing points, by temporary rafts constructed at
ground level. The third party shall review ground conditions, vehicle types and crossing
frequencies to determine the type and construction of the raft required.

The type of raft shall be agreed with National Grid prior to installation.

No protective measures including the installation of concrete slab protection shall be installed
over or near to the National Grid pipeline without the prior permission of National Grid.

National Grid will need to agree the material, the dimensions and method of installation of
the proposed protective measure.

The method of installation shall be confirmed through the submission of a formal written
method statement from the contractor to National Grid.
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Please be aware that written permission is required before any works commence within the
National Grid easement strip.

A National Grid representative shall monitor any works within close proximity to the pipeline
to comply with National Grid specification T/SP/SSW22.

A Deed of Consent is required for any crossing of the easement.

Cable Crossings:

Cables may cross the pipeline at perpendicular angle to the pipeline i.e. 90 degrees.
A National Grid representative shall supervise any cable crossing of a pipeline.
Clearance must be at least 600mm above or below the pipeline.

Impact protection slab should be laid between the cable and pipeline if cable crossing is
above the pipeline.

A Deed of Consent is required for any cable crossing the easement.

Where a new service is to cross over the pipeline a clearance distance of 0.6 metres between
the crown of the pipeline and underside of the service should be maintained. If this cannot
be achieved the service shall cross below the pipeline with a clearance distance of 0.6
metres.

General Notes on Pipeline Safety:

You should be aware of the Health and Safety Executives guidance document HS(G) 47
"Avoiding Danger from Underground Services", and National Grid’s specification for Safe
Working in the Vicinity of National Grid High Pressure gas pipelines and associated
installations - requirements for third parties T/SP/SSW22.

National Grid will also need to ensure that our pipelines access is maintained during and
after construction.

Our pipelines are normally buried to a depth cover of 1.1 metres however; actual depth and
position must be confirmed on site by trial hole investigation under the supervision of a
National Grid representative. Ground cover above our pipelines should not be reduced or
increased.

If any excavations are planned within 3 metres of National Grid High Pressure Pipeline or,
within 10 metres of an AGI (Above Ground Installation), or if any embankment or dredging
works are proposed then the actual position and depth of the pipeline must be established
on site in the presence of a National Grid representative. A safe working method agreed
prior to any work taking place in order to minimise the risk of damage and ensure the final
depth of cover does not affect the integrity of the pipeline.

Excavation works may take place unsupervised no closer than 3 metres from the pipeline
once the actual depth and position has been confirmed on site under the supervision of a
National Grid representative. Similarly, excavation with hand held power tools is not
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permitted within 1.5 metres from our apparatus and the work is undertaken with NG
supervision and guidance.

To view the SSW22 Document, please use the link below:
https://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/gas-transmission/land-and-assets/working-near-our-
assets

To download a copy of the HSE Guidance HS(G)47, please use the following link:
http://www.hse.gov.uk/pubns/books/hsg47.htm

Further Advice

We would request that the potential impact of the proposed scheme on National Grid’s
existing assets as set out above and including any proposed diversions is considered in
any subsequent reports, including in the Environmental Statement, and as part of any
subsequent application.

Where any diversion of apparatus may be required to facilitate a scheme, National Grid is
unable to give any certainty with the regard to diversions until such time as adequate
conceptual design studies have been undertaken by National Grid. Further information
relating to this can be obtained by contacting the email address below.

Where the promoter intends to acquire land, extinguish rights, or interfere with any of
National Grid apparatus, protective provisions will be required in a form acceptable to it to
be included within the DCO.

National Grid requests to be consulted at the earliest stages to ensure that the most appropriate
protective provisions are included within the DCO application to safequard the integrity of our
apparatus and to remove the requirement for objection. All consultations should be sent to the
following email address: box.landandacguisitions@nationalgrid.com

| hope the above is useful. If you require any further information please do not hesitate to contact
me.

The information in this letter is provided not withstanding any discussions taking place in relation to
connections with electricity or gas customer services.

Yours faithfully

Anne Holdsworth
DCO Liaison Officer, Land and Acquisitions
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Date: 01 July 2021
Ourref: 356001
Your ref: ENO70007-00007-210603

FAO Helen Lancaster

On behalf of The Planning Inspectorate Customer Services

HornbeamHouse
Crewe Business Park
Electra Way

Crewe

BY EMAIL ONLY Cheshire
CW16GJ

T 03000603900

Dear Helen Lancaster

Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2017 (the EIA Regulations) — Regulations 10 and 11

Application by Liverpool Bay CSS Limited (the Applicant)for an Order granting Development
Consent for the HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide (the Proposed Development)

Scoping consultation response.

Thank you for seeking our advice on the scope of the Environmental Statement (ES) in your
consultation dated 03 June 2021.

Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the
natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future
generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development. As the government’s adviser for the
natural environment in England, the following constitutes Natural England’s formal statutory
response in relation to the designated sites located within or adjacent to the English border. Natural
Resources Wales will be providing aformal response on the designated sites located within Wales.

Case law! and guidance?has stressed the need for afull set of environmental information to be
available for consideration prior to a decision being taken on whether or not to grant planning
permission. The comments outlined below provides Natural England’s advice on the scope of the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for this development.

Should the proposal be amended in a way which significantly affects its impact on the natural
environment then, in accordance with Section 4 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities
Act 2006, Natural England should be consulted again.

1 Harrison, Jin R. v. Cornwall County Council ex parte Hardy (2001)

2 Note on Environmental Impact Assessment Directive for Local Planning Authorities Office ofthe Deputy Prime
Minister (April 2004) available from
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/+/http://www.communities.gov.uk/planningandbuilding/planning/sustainab
ilityenvironmental/environmentalimpactassessment/noteenvironmental/
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1. General Principles

Schedule 4 of the Town & Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017,
sets out the necessary information to assess impacts on the natural environment to be included in
an ES, specifically:

e A description of the development — including physical characteristics and the full land use
requirements of the site during construction and operational phases.

e Expected residues and emissions (water, air and soil pollution, noise, vibration, light, heat,
radiation, etc.) resulting from the operation of the proposed development.

¢ An assessment of alternatives and clear reasoning as to why the preferred option has been
chosen.

o A description of the aspects of the environment likely to be significantly affected by the
development, including, in particular, population, fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climatic factors,
material assets, including the architectural and archaeological heritage, landscap e and the
interrelationship between the above factors.

o A description of the likely significant effects of the development on the environment — this
should cover direct effects but also any indirect, secondary, cumulative, short, medium and
long term, permanent and temporary, positive and negative effects. Effects should relate to
the existence of the development, the use of natural resources and the emissions from
pollutants. This should also include a description of the forecasting methods to predict the
likely effects on the environment.

e A description of the measures envisaged to prevent, reduce and where possible offset any
significant adverse effects on the environment.

e A non-technical summary of the information.

¢ An indication of any difficulties (technical deficiencies or lack of know-how) encountered by
the applicant in compiling the required information.

It will be important for any assessment to consider the potential cumulative effects of this proposal,
including all supporting infrastructure, with other similar proposals and a thorough assessment of
the ‘in combination’ effects of the proposed development with any existing developments and
current applications. A full consideration of the implications of the whole scheme should be included
in the ES. All supporting infrastructure should be included within the assessment.

2. Biodiversity and Geology

2.1 Ecological Aspects of an Environmental Statement

Natural England advises that the potential impact of the proposal upon features of nature
conservation interest and opportunities for habitat creation/enhancement should be included within
this assessment in accordance with appropriate guidance on such matters. Guidelines for
Ecological Impact Assessment (EclA) have been developed by the Chartered Institute of Ecology
and Environmental Management (CIEEM) and are available on their website.

EclA is the process of identifying, quantifying and evaluating the potential impacts of defined actions
on ecosystems or their components. EclA may be carried out as part of the EIA process or to
support other forms of environmental assessment or appraisal.

The National Planning Policy Framework sets out guidance in S.174-177 on how to take account of
biodiversity interests in planning decisions and the framework that local authorities should provide to
assist developers.



2.2 Internationally and Nationally Designated Sites

The ES should thoroughly assess the potential for the proposal to affect designated sites.
European sites (e.g. designated Special Areas of Conservation and Special Protection Areas) fall
within the scope of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended). In
addition paragraph 176 of the National Planning Policy Framework requires that potential Special
Protection Areas, possible Special Areas of Conservation, listed or proposed Ramsar sites, and any
site identified as being necessary to compensate for adverse impacts on classified, potential or
possible SPAs, SACs and Ramsar sites be treated in the same way as classified sites.

Additionally land functionally linked to European sites should be assessed under a Habitats
Regulation Assessment3. The term ‘functional linkage’ refers to the role or ‘function’ that land or sea
beyond the boundary of a European site might fulfil in terms of ecologically supporting the
populations for which the site was designated or classified. A number of authoritative decisions have
considered the functionally linked land of European Sites as a material consideration in the
decision-making process provided for by Habitat Regulation Assessments (Chapman, C. and
Tyldesley, D. 2016)4. Taking alandscape-scale approach to the consideration of impacts on the
features of protected sites, including any effects on functionally linked land, aligns well with not only
the National Planning Policy Framework but also Natural England’s own emerging Conservation

Strateqy.

Under Regulation 63 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended)
an appropriate assessment needs to be undertaken in respect of any plan or project which is (a)
likely to have a significant effecton a European site (either alone or in combination with other plans
or projects) and (b) not directly connected with or necessary to the management of the site.
Should a Likely Significant Effect on a European/Internationally designated site be identified or be
uncertain, the competent authority (in this case the Local Planning Authority) may need to prepare
an Appropriate Assessment, in addition to consideration of impacts through the EIA process.
Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSls) and sites of European or international importance
(Special Areas of Conservation, Special Protection Areas and Ramsar sites)
The development site is within and adjacent to the following designated nature conservation sites
and may be functionally linked to the designated nature conservation sites:

o Mersey Estuary SPA

e Mersey Estuary Ramsar

o Dee Estuary SPA

e Dee Estuary Ramsar

e Dee Estuary SAC

e River Dee and Bala Lake SAC

e Midland Meres & Mosses Phase 1 Ramsar

e Midland Meres and Mosses Phase 2 Ramsar

8 Functional linkage: How areas that are functionally linked to European sites have been considered when they may be
affected by plans and projects - a review of authoritative decisions. Natural England Commissioned Reports, Number 207.

* Areview of authoritative decisions relating to the consideration of FLL was commissioned and published by Natural
England (Chapman & Tyldesley, 2016). CHAPMAN, C. & TYLDESLEY, D. 2016
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e Mersey Estuary SSSI
e Dee Estuary SSSI
e River Dee SSSI

e Further information on the SSSI and its special interest features can be found at
www.magic.gov . The Environmental Statement should include afull assessment of the
direct and indirect effects of the development on the features of special interest within these
sites and should identify such mitigation measures as may be required in order to avoid,
minimise or reduce any adverse significant effects.

e European site conservation objectives are available on our internet
site http://publications.naturalengland.org.uk/category/6490068894089216

e Conservation advice packages are also available on our internet site
http://designatedsites.naturalengland.org.uk/

Special Protection Areas (SPASs) are classified for rare and vulnerable birds, and for regularly
occurring migratory species. The birds for which SPAs are designated may also rely on areas
outside of the SPA boundary (known as functionally linked land). The se supporting habitats may be
used by SPA populations or come individuals of the population for some or all of the time. These
supporting habitats can play an essential role in maintaining SPA bird populations, and proposals
affecting them may therefore have the potential to affect the SPA.

It should be noted that the proposed development may impact habitats functionally linked to the
Mersey Estuary SPA/Ramsar and the Dee Estuary SPA/Ramsar. Itis advised a comprehensive
desk based study and bird surveys are undertaken to identify and map the locations of functionally
linked habitats likely to be affected by the proposed development. It is advised that the direct loss of
functionally linked habitats and/or potential offsite impacts are considered in assessing what, if any,
potential impacts the proposal may have on European sites.

Our concerns regarding potential impacts to functionally linked habitats also apply to the mobile
features of the Dee Estuary SAC and the River Dee and Bala Lake SAC. The ES should assess
impacts to functionally linked habitats including an assessment on potential impacts to migratory
routes and spawning habitats for the SAC mobile features and potential impacts to air and water
quality.

Based on the information provided in the EIA Scoping report, there is not enough information to
scope out impacts during the Operational phase at this stage. As the development will be located
within 600m of the Mersey Estuary SPA/Ramsar and 700m of the Dee Estuary SPA/Ramsar it is
unknown if the development will be located within or close proximity to functionally linked SPA
habitats. Further information is required in order to assess potential disturbance to the SPA birds
during the operational phase.

The proposed developmentwill be located within 600m of the Mersey Estuary SSSI and 700m of
the Dee Estuary SSSI. Our concerns regarding the potential impacts upon the SSSI’s coincides with
our concerns regarding the potential impacts upon the Mersey Estuary SPA/Ramsar and Dee
Estuary SPA/Ramsar as detailed above. Furthermore, our concerns regarding impacts to the mobile
species for the Dee Estuary SAC also apply to the features of the River Dee SSSI.

2.3 Regionally and Locally Important Sites

The EIA will need to consider any impacts upon local wildlife and geological sites. Local Sites are
identified by the local wildlife trust, geoconservation group or alocal forum established for the
purposes of identifying and selecting local sites. They are of county importance for wildlife or



geodiversity. The Environmental Statement should therefore include an assessment of the likely
impacts on the wildlife and geodiversity interests of such sites. The assessment should include
proposals for mitigation of any impacts and if appropriate, compensation measures. Contact the
local wildlife trust, geoconservation group or local sites body in this area for further information.

2.4 Protected Species - Species protected by the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as
amended) and by the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended)
The ES should assess the impact of all phases of the proposal on protected species (including, for
example, great crested newts, reptiles, birds, water voles, badgers and bats). Natural England does
not hold comprehensive information regarding the locations of species protected by law, but advises
on the procedures and legislation relevant to such species. Records of protected species should be
sought from appropriate local biological record centres, nature conservation organisations, groups
and individuals; and consideration should be given to the wider context of the site for example in
terms of habitat linkages and protected species populations in the wider area, to assist in the impact
assessment.

The conservation of species protected by law is explained in Part IV and Annex A of Government
Circular 06/2005 Biodiversity and Geological Conservation: Statutory Obligations and their Impact
within the Planning System. The arealikely to be affected by the proposal should be thoroughly
surveyed by competent ecologists at appropriate times of year for relevant species and the survey
results, impact assessments and appropriate accompanying mitigation strategies included as part of
the ES.

In order to provide this information there may be a requirement fora survey at a particular time of
year. Surveys should always be carried out in optimal survey time periods and to current guidance
by suitably qualified and where necessary, licensed, consultants. Natural England has adopted
standing advice for protected species which includes links to guidance on survey and mitigation.

We note that the bat survey methodology is still to be agreed with Natural England and Natural
Resources Wales. Itis acknowledged appropriate mitigation for any impacts will be developed once
the results of the protected species surveys are known.

2.5 Habitats and Species of Principal Importance

The ES should thoroughly assess the impact of the proposals on habitats and/or species listed as
‘Habitats and Species of Principal Importance’ within the England Biodiversity List, published under
the requirements of S41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act 2006.
Section 40 of the NERC Act 2006 places a general duty on all public authorities, including local
planning authorities, to conserve and enhance biodiversity. Further information on this duty is
available here https://www.gov.uk/quidance/biodiversity-duty-public-authority-duty-to-have-regard-
to-conserving-biodiversity.

Government Circular 06/2005 state s that Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) species and habitats, ‘are
capable of being a material consideration...in the making of planning decisions’. Natural England
therefore advises that survey, impact assessment and mitigation proposals for Habitats and Species
of Principal Importance should be included in the ES. Consideration should also be given to those
species and habitats included in the relevant Local BAP.

Natural England advises that a habitat survey (equivalent to Phase 2) is carried out on the site, in
order to identify any important habitats present. In addition, ornithological, botanical and invertebrate
surveys should be carried out at appropriate times in the year, to establish whether any scarce or
priority species are present. The Environmental Statement should include details of:

e Any historical data for the site affected by the proposal (e.g. from previous surveys);

e Additional surveys carried out as part of this proposal;

e The habitats and species present;



e The status of these habitats and species (e.g. whether priority species or habitat);
e The direct and indirect effects of the development upon those habitats and species;
o Full details of any mitigation or compensation that might be required.

The development should seekif possible to avoid adverse impact on sensitive areas for wildlife
within the site, and if possible provide opportunities for overall wildlife gain.

The record centre for the relevant Local Authorities should be able to provide the relevant
information on the location and type of priority habitat for the area under consideration.

We note paragraph 8.3.10. refers to the information sources included in the desk-based study, we
advise local bird clubs are also contacted, for example the Cheshire and Wirral Ornithological
Society (CAWOS) and the Dee Estuary Birding.

Ancient Woodland — addition to the S41 NERC Act paragraph
The S41 listincludes six priority woodland habitats, which will often be ancient woodland, with all
ancient semi-natural woodland in the South East falling into one or more of the six types.

Information about ancient woodland can be found in Natural England’s standing advice
http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/Images/standing -advice-ancient-woodland tcm6-32633.pdf.

Ancient woodland is an irreplaceable resource of great importance for its wildlife, its history and the
contribution it makes to our diverse landscapes. Local authorities have a vital role in ensuring its
conservation, in particular through the planning system. The ES should have regard to the
requirements under the NPPF (Para. 175)2which states:

When determining planning applications, local planning authorities should apply the following
principles:

a) if significant harm to biodiversity resulting from a development cannot be avoided (through
locating on an alternative site with less harmful impacts);

c) development resulting in the loss or deterioration of irreplaceable habitats (such as
ancient woodland and ancient or veteran trees) should be refused, unless there are wholly
exceptional reasons and a suitable compensation strategy exists.

2.6 Contacts for Local Records

Natural England does not hold local information on local sites, local landscape character and local
or national biodiversity priority habitats and species. We recommend that you seek further
information from the appropriate bodies (which may include the local records centre, the local
wildlife trust, local geoconservation group or other recording society and alocal landscape
characterisation document).

Local Record Centre (LRC) in Cheshire, Halton, Warrington and Wirral please contact:
Cedar House,

Caughall Road,

Chester,

CH2 1LH

3. Designated Landscapes and Landscape Character

Landscape and visual impacts

Natural England would wish to see details of local landscape character areas mapped at a scale
appropriate to the development site as well as any relevant management plans or strategies
pertaining to the area. The EIA should include assessments of visual effects on the surrounding
area and landscape together with any physical effects of the development, such as changes in
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topography.

The EIA should include a full assessment of the potential impacts of the developmenton local
landscape character using landscape assessment methodologies. We encourage the use of
Landscape Character Assessment (LCA), based on the good practice guidelines produced jointly by
the Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Assessmentin 2013. LCA provides asound
basis for guiding, informing and understanding the ability of any location to accommodate change
and to make positive proposals for conserving, enhancing or regenerating char acter, as detailed
proposals are developed.

Natural England supports the publication Guidelinesfor Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment,
produced by the Landscape Institute and the Institute of Environmental Asse ssment and
Managementin 2013 (3rd edition). The methodology set out is almost universally used for
landscape and visual impact assessment.

In order to foster high quality development that respects, maintains, or enhances, local landscape
character and distinctiveness, Natural England encourages all new development to consider the
character and distinctiveness of the area, with the siting and design of the proposed development
reflecting local design characteristics and, wherever possible, using local materials. The
Environmental Impact Assessment process should detail the measures to be taken to ensure the
building design will be of a high standard, as well as detail of layout alternatives together with
justification of the selected option in terms of landscape impact and benefit.

The assessment should also include the cumulative effect of the developmentwith other relevant
existing or proposed developments in the area. In this context Natural England advises that the
cumulative impact assessment should include other proposals currently at Scoping stage. Due to
the overlapping timescale of their progress through the planning system, cumulative impact of the
proposed development with those proposals currently at Scoping stage would be likely to be a
material consideration at the time of determination of the planning application.

The assessment should refer to the relevant National Character Areas which can be found on our
website. Links for Landscape Character Assessment at a local level are also available on the same

page.

Heritage Landscapes

You should consider whetherthere is land in the area affected by the development which qualifies
for conditional exemption from capital taxes on the grounds of outstanding scenic, scientific or
historic interest. An up-to-date list may be obtained at www.hmrc.gov.uk/heritage/lbsearch.htm.

4. Access and Recreation

Natural England encourages any proposal to incorporate measures to help encourage people to
access the countryside for quietenjoyment. Measures such as reinstating existing footpaths
together with the creation of new footpaths and bridleways are to be encouraged. Links to other
green networks and, where appropriate, urban fringe areas should also be explored to help promote
the creation of wider green infrastructure. Relevant aspects of local authority green infrastructure
strategies should be incorporated where appropriate.

Rights of Way, Access land, Coastal access and National Trails

The EIA should consider potential impacts on access land, public open land, rights of way and
coastal access routes in the vicinity of the development. Consideration should also be given to the
potential impacts on the adjacent/nearby public rights of way. Appropriate mitigation measures
should be incorporated for any adverse impacts. We also recommend reference to the relevant
Right of Way Improvement Plans (ROWIP) to identify public rights of way within or adjacent to the
proposed site that should be maintained or enhanced.

5. Soil and Agricultural Land Quality



Impacts from the development should be considered in light of the Government's policy for the
protection of the bestand most versatile (BMV) agricultural land as set out in paragraph 170 of the
NPPF. We also recommend that soils should be considered in the context of the sustainable use of
land and the ecosystem services they provide as a natural resource, as also highlighted in
paragraph 170 of the NPPF.

Soil is a finite resource which plays an essential role within sustainable ecosystems, performing an
array of functions supporting arange of ecosystem services, including storage of carbon, the
infiltration and transport of water, nutrient cycling, and provision of food.

The soil resource supports agriculture, arboriculture, gardens, parks, greenspaces, allotments,
forests and woodland, and ecological habitats. Itis therefore important that the soil resources are
protected and sustainably managed.

The following issues should therefore be considered in detail as part of the Environmental
Statement:

1. The degree to which soils are going to be temporarily and/or permanently disturbed and/or
damaged as part of this development and whether ‘Best and Most Versatile’ (BMV) agricultural
land is involved.

2. Natural England welcomes the intent to survey within the draft DCO boundary. This Agricultural
Land Classification (ALC) and soil survey should extend to the full Study Area, where detailed
existing ALC information is not available, to inform the EIA. This should normally be at a detailed
level, e.g. one auger boring per hectare, (or more detailed fora small site) supported by pits dug
in each main soil type to confirm the physical characteristics of the full depth of the soil resource,
i.e. 1.2 metres.

For further information on the availability of existing ALC information see magic. Refer to Guide
to assessing development proposals on agricultural land for more information on undertaking the
ALC survey. The survey data can inform the suitable soil handling methods and the
reinstatement criteria, with temporarily disturbed BMV land returned to the same quality as far as
practicable to minimise loss.

3. The ES should provide details of how any adverse impacts on agricultural land and soils can be
avoided or minimised, and demonstrate how soils will be sustainably managed.

Natural England welcomes the proposal to prepare a Construction Environment Management
Plan (CEMP). The CEMP should contain soil mitigation measures in line with the Defra
Construction Code of Practice for the Sustainable Use of Soil on Development Sites.

In order to retain the long term potential of the temporarily disturbed land and to safeguard soil
resources as part of the overall sustainability of the whole development, it is important that the
soil is able to retain as many of its important functions and services (ecosystem services) as
possible through careful soil management during the construction phase and re instatement.

Reference could usefully be made to MAFF’s Good Practice Guide for Handling Soils which
comprises separate sections, describing the typical choice of machinery and method of their use
for handling soils at various phases. The techniques described by Sheets 1-4 are recommended
for the successful reinstatement of higher quality soils.

4. The method of assessing whether soils are in a suitably dry condition to be handled (i.e. dry
and friable), and the avoidance of soil handling, trafficking and cultivation during the wetter
winter period.

5. The effects on land drainage, agricultural access and water supplies, including other agricultura
land in the vicinity.



6. Air Quality

Air quality in the UK has improved over recent decades butair pollution remains a significant issue;
for example over 97% of sensitive habitat area in England is predicted to exceed the critical loads
for ecosystem protection from atmospheric nitrogen deposition (England Biodiversity Strategy, Defra
2011). Apriority action in the England Biodiversity Strategy is to reduce air pollution impacts on
biodiversity. The planning system plays akey role in determining the location of developments
which may give rise to pollution, either directly or from traffic generation, and hence planning
decisions can have a significant impact on the quality of air, water and land. The assessment should
take account of the risks of air pollution and how these can be managed or reduced. Further
information on air pollution impacts and the sensitivity of different habitats/designated sites can be
found on the Air Pollution Information System (www.apis.ac.uk). Further information on air pollution
modelling and assessment can be found on the Environment Agency website.

7. Climate Change Adaptation

Regulation 4(2) of the EIA Regulations requires the EIA to “identify, describe and assess in an
appropriate manner, in light of each individual case, the direct and indirect significant effects of the
proposed development”on arange of factors, including climate.

The England Biodiversity Strategy published by Defra establishes principles for the consideration of
biodiversity and the effects of climate change. The ES should reflectthese principles and identify
how the development’s effects on the natural environmentwill be influenced by climate change, and
how ecological networks will be maintained. The Applicant may also want to have regard to the
Institute of Environmental Management & Assessment (IEMA) EIA Guide to: Climate Change
Resilience and Adaptation (2020) The NPPF requires that the planning system should contribute to
the enhancement of the natural environment ‘by establishing coherent ecological networks that are
more resilient to current and future pressures’ (NPPE Para 174), which should be demonstrated
through the ES.

8. Contributionto local environmental initiatives and priorities

This application may provide opportunities to incorporate features into the design which are
beneficial to wildlife such as the incorporation of roosting opportunities for bats, creation and
enhancement wet grassland habitats to support SPA bird features, the planting of native tree and
hedgerow species to benefit the wider environment.

Natural England would expect the ES to identify opportunities to explore the inclusion of such
measures to enhance biodiversity of the site. This is in accordance with Section 40(3) of the Natural
Environment and Rural Communities Act (2006) which states that ‘conserving biodiversity includes,
in relation to a living organism or type of habitat, restoring or enhancing a population or habitat’.
Biodiversity 2020: A strategy for England’s wildlife and ecosystem services and Making Space for
Nature (2010) also provide strong drivers for the inclusion of biodiversity enhancements through the
planning process.

We note paragraph 4.11.1. of the EIA Scoping document states the Biodiversity Net Gain
assessment will be undertaken and ‘it will identify whether habitat compensation is required to
demonstrate biodiversity benefits’ — given the size and scale of the proposal there should a
minimum target of anet gain in biodiversity value and suitable enhancement measures should be
recommended to achieve this aspiration. Biodiversity net gain will be a mandatory requirement as
set out in the Environment Bill and will require nationally significant infrastructure projects to deliver
biodiversity net gain a to ensure that new developments are built in a way which protects and
enhances nature, creating new green spaces forlocal communities to enjoy.

9. Cumulative andin-combination effects
A full consideration of the implications of the whole scheme should be includedin the ES. All
supporting infrastructure should be included within the assessment.

The ES should include an impact assessment to identify, describe and evaluate the effects that are
likely to result from the project in combination with other projects and activities that are being, have
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been or will be carried out. The following types of projects should be included in such an
assessment, (subject to available information):

existing completed projects;

approved but uncompleted projects;

ongoing activities;

plans or projects for which an application has been made and which are under consideration
by the consenting authorities; and

e. plans and projects which are reasonably foreseeable, i.e. projects for which an application
has not yet been submitted, but which are likely to progress before completion of the
development and for which sufficientinformation is available to assess the likelihood of
cumulative and in-combination effects.

coop

We note paragraph 17.2.3 refers to the cumulative assessment of the whole ‘Project’ i.e. the
proposed works to the existing pipeline and Hydrogen Production Infrastructure. It is important the
impacts of the whole ‘Project’ are identified and assessed in accordance with the Conservation of
Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended). We support the assessment of cumulative
and in-combination impacts for the whole ‘Project’ and future individual development applications in
the ES.

We would be happy to comment further should the need arise but if in the meantime you have any
gueries please do not hesitate to contact us. For any queries relating to the specific advice in this
letter only please contact Katie Finkill-Coombs at katie.finkill-coombs@naturalengland.org.uk. For
any new consultations, or to provide further information on this consultation please send your
correspondencesto consultations@naturalengland.org.uk.

Yours sincerely

Katie Finkill-Coombs
Lead Adviser in the Coast and Marine Team
Cheshire, Greater Manchester, Merseyside & Lancashire Area Team

10



Cyfoeth Our ref: CAS-153442-YON1

Naturiol Your ref: ENO70007-000007-2106
Cymru Maes Y Ffynnon,
Natural Penrhosgarnedd,
Resources Bangor,
Wales Gwynedd
LL572DW
email:

northplanning@cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk

hynetco2pipeline@ planninginspectorate.gov.uk

01/07/2021
Dear Sir/Madam,

PLANNING ACT 2008 (AS AMENDED) AND THE INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING
(ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) REGULATIONS 2017 (THE EIA
REGULATIONS) - REGULATIONS 10 AND 11

EIA° SCOPING OPINION CONSULTATION REGARDING AN APPLICATION BY
LIVERPOOL BAY CCS LIMITED FOR AN ORDER GRANTING DEVELOPMENT
CONSENT FOR THE HYNET NORTH WEST CARBON DIOXIDE PIPELINE

Thank you for referring the above proposal for a scoping opinion, which we received on
03/06/21. Natural Resources Wales (NRW) has reviewed the information provided in the
‘HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline DCO Environmental Impact Assessment
Scoping Report’ and supporting information (Liverpool Bay CCS Ltd., June 2021, Revision
3).

Please note that the comments provided herein are made without prejudice to any further
advice NRW may need to give, or decisions NRW may need to take, should different
circumstances or new information emerge that NRW will need to take into account.

The comments provided in Annex | include those matters within NRW’s remit that we
consider will need to be taken into account and applied to the Environment Impact
Assessment (EIA) and the resulting Environmental Statement (ES). In order to aid review,
where possible our comments are provided under the chapter headings from the Scoping
Report. For matters relating to English environmental interests we would defer to the advice
of the Environment Agency (EA) and Natural England (NE).

Our comments only relate specifically to matters included on our checklist, Development
Planning Advisory Service: Consultation Topics (September 2018), which is published on
our website. We have not considered potential effects on other matters and do not rule out
the potential for the proposed development to affect other interests.

Croesewir gohebiaeth yn y Gymraeg a'r Saesneg
Correspondence welcomed in Welsh and English



The applicant should be advised that, in addition to development consent, it is their
responsibility to ensure that they secure all other permits/consents/licences relevant to their
development. Please refer to our website for further details.

Please do not hesitate to contact us if you require further information or clarification on any
of the above.

Yours faithfully,
Chris Jones

Uwch Gynghorydd, Cynllunio Datblygu / Senior Advisor, Development Planning
Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru / Natural Resources Wales

www.naturalresourceswales.gov.uk
www.cyfoethnaturiolcymru.gov.uk Page 2 of 14



ANNEX |

NRW ADVICE AND COMMENTS ON “HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline DCO
Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report” and supporting information
(Liverpool Bay CCS Ltd., June 2021, Revision 3)

Chapter 2: Overview of HyNet North West (The Project)

1.

There should be careful consideration of what comprises the ‘project’ for the purposes
of the EIA to ensure compliance with the EIA Regulations. It would not be an
advisable approach to disaggregate what is substantively a single project. NRW is
concerned at present that the development in the proposed DCO application is
dependent, and to an extent predicated on, further infrastructure which will not be
covered by the DCO and subject to a separate future application. Further, the
applicant has indicated that the project entails a wider set of related works for which
additional future consents will be required. As a result, NRW is not presently in a
position to advise on whether the applicant has correctly addressed the scope of the
project. We note that the applicant is proposing that an ‘intra-project’ assessment will
be carried out for the proposed development with consideration of other aspects of
the wider project by way of cumulative assessment. NRW advise that the applicant’s
general approach of assessing the ‘proposed development’ for which the DCO is
being sought as a distinct project could be acceptable in principle if the applicant can
demonstrate that the proposed development can be justified on its own merits, and
is not dependent on the other parts of the project. Whether this approach is correct
is a judgment for the planning decision maker (Secretary of State for the DCO).

Furthermore, if the applicant’s approach is accepted by the SoS we advise that works
subject to other consents would need to be considered cumulatively within the EIA
and should not be scoped out because they do not fall within the DCO.

Chapter 5: Air Quality

Section 5.2: Study Area, para. 5.2.3
Although it is referred to as the “Study Area” in our view we understand that this
encompasses the 200m screening distance for the affected road network (ARN).

Section 5.4: Design, Mitigation and Enhancement Measures, para. 5.4.1

We cannot currently advise on whether these are likely to be sufficient because it is
stated that measures will be set out in the Register of Environmental Actions and
Commitments. Standard generalised mitigation is bulleted, but nothing specific to the
designated sites within the construction dust screening area (para. 5.2.2). We would
wish to be consulted on any dust control management plan.

Section 5.2: Description of Likely Significant Effects, para. 5.5.2
We agree that increased dust is a risk to ecological receptors.
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Table 5-1: Elements Scoped In or Out of Further Assessment

Block Valve Stations: The only reasons for scoping these out appear to be whether
they fall outside of the screening criteria already used e.g. for construction dust (para.
5.2.2) and traffic assessment (para’s 5.2.3 and 5.7.10). The ES should include robust
justification to explain why these have been scoped out.

Section 5.7.10
We are satisfied that the screening criteria listed for traffic assessment follow Table
6.2 of IAQM 2017.

Chapter 8: Biodiversity; Tables 8-2 and 8-3

Any designated sites that fall within the relevant screening distances of the various
construction activities should be scoped in. We agree that Connah’s Quay Ponds
and Woodland SSSI should be scoped in.

Chapter 8: Biodiversity

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

In general the EIA for this development should include sufficient information to enable
the decision makers to determine the extent of any environmental impacts arising
from the proposed scheme on legally protected species, including those which may
also comprise notified features of designated sites affected by the proposals.

Evaluation of the impacts of the scheme should include: direct and indirect;
secondary; cumulative; short, medium and long-term; permanent and temporary;
positive and negative, and construction, operation and decommissioning phase and
long-term site security impacts on the nature conservation resource, landscape and
public access.

Description of the Project

Within the EIA, the proposed scheme should be described in detail in its entirety. This
description should cover construction, operation and decommissioning phases as
appropriate and include detailed, scaled maps and drawings as appropriate.

lllustrations within the Environmental Statement

Any maps, drawings and illustrations that are produced to describe the project should
be designed in such a way that they can be overlaid with drawings and illustrations
produced for other sections of the EIA, such as biodiversity.

Description of Biodiversity

The EIA must include a description of all the existing natural resources and wildlife
interests within and in the vicinity of the proposed development, together with a
detailed assessment of the likely impacts and significance of those impacts.
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

Significance and Favourable Conservation Status

We advise that the EIA considers significance (both alone and in-combination) and
where applicable, conservation status. In respect of conservation status, we advise
consideration is given to current conservation status (CCS), and demonstration of no
likely detriment to maintenance of favourable conservation status (FCS) during
construction, operation and decommissioning phases of the scheme.

Key Habitats

Any habitat surveys should accord with the NCC Phase 1 survey guidelines (NCC
(1990) Handbook for Phase 1 habitat survey. NCC, Peterborough). We advise that
Phase 1 surveys are undertaken and completed during the summer to ensure the
best chance of identifying the habitats present. We also advise that Habitats Directive
Annex 1 habitats are identified as part of this assessment.

Protected Species

We advise that the site is subject to assessment to determine the likelihood of
protected species and that targeted species surveys are undertaken for all species
scoped in. These should comply with current best practice guidelines and in the event
that the surveys deviate, or there are good reasons for deviation, that full justification
for this is included within the EIA.

Should protected species be found during the surveys, information must be provided
identifying the species-specific impacts in the short, medium and long-term together
with any mitigation and compensation measures proposed to offset the impacts
identified. We advise that the EIA sets out how the long-term site security of any
mitigation or compensation will be assured, including management and monitoring
information and long-term financial, tenure, and management responsibility. Where
the potential for significant impacts on protected species is identified, we advocate
that a Conservation Plan is prepared for the relevant species and included as an
Annex to the EIA.

Where a European Protected Species is identified and the development proposal is
predicted to likely contravene the legal protection they are afforded, a licence should
be sought from NRW. The EIA must include consideration of the requirements for a
licence and set out how the works will satisfy the three requirements as set out in the
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2017 (as amended). One of these
requires that the development authorised will ‘not be detrimental to the maintenance
of the population of the species concerned at a favourable conservation status (FCS)
in their natural range’. These requirements are also translated into planning policy
through Planning Policy Wales (PPW) February 2021, section 6.4.22 and 6.4.23 and
Technical Advice Note (TAN) 5, Nature Conservation and Planning (September
2009). The relevant decision maker will take them into account when considering the
EIA where a European Protected Species is present.
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19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

Local Biodiversity Interests

We recommend that the developer consults the local authority ecologists on the
scope of the work to ensure that regional and local biodiversity issues are adequately
considered, particularly those habitats and species listed in the relevant Local
Biodiversity Action Plan, and areas that are considered important for the conservation
of biological diversity in Wales.

NRW would expect the developer to contact other relevant people/organisations for
biological information/records relevant to the site and its surrounds. These include
the relevant Local Records Centre and any local ecological interest groups (e.g. bat
groups, mammal groups).

Legislation and Policy Compliance Review

We advise that provisions of the EIA audit compliance in respect of relevant nature
conservation legislation (UK and Wales) together with relevant local and national
policies including BS 42020:2013.

Designated Sites
We advise that the scope of the ES considers:
i.  The conservation objectives of the Deeside and Buckley Newt Sites SAC and
Halkyn Mountain SAC;
ii. The citations and site management statements for Halkyn Mountain and
Holywell Common SSSI and Connah’s Quay Ponds and Woodlands SSSI (and
any other relevant SSSI’s).

We have concerns that Figure 3-12 (Appendix 2 of 3) showing the indicative route of
the proposed pipeline appears to pass through Mynydd y Fflint / Flint Mountain SSSI.
We advise that there would need to be clear justification for this and an explanation
of how the proposed development would avoid any damage to the features of the
SSSI. We advise that the proposed pipeline should avoid the SSSI boundary as
much as possible. The potential impact of the works may be larger than the area of
works due to the footprint of machinery etc. on sensitive grasslands, woodlands and
wet ground, in addition to future maintenance works etc. after installation. The site is
additionally sensitive as it has a stream running through it, within a valley below steep
slopes, so is at risk of receiving construction-related pollution and runoff.

We note that the following comments refer to matters that are not within the current
scope of the EIA for the proposed development. However, further to our advice in
paragraph 1 about defining what comprises the ‘project’ for the purposes of the EIA
to ensure compliance with the EIA Regulations, if it is agreed by the SoS that these
aspects of the wider project are to be considered outside the scope of the EIA, the
potential impacts to the designated sites should be considered cumulatively within
the EIA. The existing pipeline runs through the Halkyn Mountain SAC/SSSI (in an
area where calcareous heathland exists). Regarding the Dee Estuary
SPA/Ramsar/SAC/SSSI at Point of Ayr, we are aware that the current Eni pipeline is
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25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

undergrounded at this general location. However, modifications to that pipework and
the ecological consequences would need to be clearly established. Should the
Competent Authority consider that there would be a Likely Significant Effect on the
above National Site Network sites, in the first instance the applicant would need to
demonstrate that there would be no Adverse Effect on Site Integrity.

Surveys are needed to understand any potential effects on bird species features,
including those associated with the Dee Estuary SSSI, SPA and Ramsar site in
Wales. We defer to Natural England for advice regarding the effects on mobile
features from designated sites in England.

We advise at least two consecutive years of wintering bird surveys to account for
interannual variation in use by features of the Dee Estuary SSSI, SPA and Ramsar
site. This should include surveys during the high tide periods (i.e. two hours either
side of high tide). We also advise that this should include nocturnal surveys to
account for use of the area outside of daylight hours. The timing of these surveys
should be September to March inclusive.

We note that section 8.3.10 on page 120 of the Scoping Report details organisations
contacted for existing data. This may help to inform the survey requirements.

Table 8.2, page 118: The summary of features for the Dee Estuary SPA and Ramsar
site appears to be incorrect. We advise the applicant to check this carefully.

Table 8.4, page 112: “Designated sites — national and international”. We advise that
mobile species from nearby designated sites are relevant to consider here.

Marine biodiversity

While most of the proposed development is terrestrial and not directly within any
marine habitats, we welcome that the applicant has identified some possible
pathways to marine habitats and species.

The relevant marine protected sites have been identified in the Scoping Report,
namely: Dee Estuary Ramsar site/SPA/SAC/SSSI, which all require scoping into the
EIA.

We advise that the main issues that need addressing in the EIA (and HRA) for the
marine sites, some of which are not covered in the Scoping Report, are as follows:

i.  Any possible run off from the trench excavation and subsequent storage of the
topsoil and subsoil. Possible pathways into watercourses from the storage
areas which could leach into the Dee estuary Ramsar site/SAC/SPA/SSSI
should be considered, as well as any associated impacts and mitigation to be
used if the material is contaminated.

ii. There is reference to a Construction Environmental Management Plan
(CEMP), a sediment management plan and silt screening in the Scoping
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Report. These should be addressed in the EIA/HRA/WFD compliance
assessment.

iii. The Scoping Report states that when the pipeline is completed, hydrostatic
testing will be undertaken. However, there is no information about how and
where the water will be discharged after the testing. This should be addressed
in the EIA/HRA/WFD compliance assessment.

iv.  The Scoping Report states that samples of the hydrostatic test water will be
taken prior to and after use. However, there is no information about which
contaminants will be analysed and, if located at the Point of Ayr, whether this
will be released onto the saltmarsh or intertidal habitats. This should be
addressed in the EIA/HRA/WFD compliance assessment.

v. Potential impacts from the introduction and/or spread of invasive non-native
species (INNS) should be considered in the EIA and HRA and biosecurity
measures should be implemented (including the production of a biosecurity
risk assessment) to ensure that there is no possibility of any machinery
transporting non-native species from previous work sites to the Dee sites.
Note that Mitten crabs are present in the Dee and possibly the Mersey and if
water is going to be abstracted from these water bodies for the hydrostatic
testing, the risk of transferring Mitten crab to other areas will need to be
considered.

vi.  The oystercatchers and other bird species that are features of the Dee Ramsar
site and SPA use fields around the Dee estuary for supplementary feeding
during high tides and extreme weather conditions, and this should be
considered in the EIA and HRA.

vii.  Vibration from the drilling of the cable route under the Dee may affect some of
the migratory fish species of the Dee SAC and this should be considered in
the EIA and HRA. The methods, timings and duration of e.g. piling and
directional drilling of watercourse crossings should be considered regarding
fish migration.

viii.  The exact details of the works being carried out from Flint to the Point of Ayr
are not clear, so this could be covered in more detail in the EIA/HRA.
Currently, the only aspects referred to are the Block Valve Stations at four
sections along the existing pipeline, with no details of the work involved.

ix.  The existing pipeline works from the Point of Ayr to the offshore field have not
been included in the scope of the proposed development. The Scoping Report
refers to ‘Modifications to the existing Point of Ayr Gas Terminal site’ and
‘Newbuild and repurposed onshore/offshore pipelines to transport Carbon
Dioxide (between Cheshire, Flintshire, and offshore): A proposed network of
underground onshore and buried subsea pipelines would transport CO2
produced and captured by future hydrogen producing facilities and existing
industrial premises in North West England and North Wales for permanent
offshore storage’. As made clear above, NRW is concerned as to whether the
scope of the project has been correctly identified given the possible
interdependence between the proposed development and these works. If the
SoS agrees with the applicant’s approach, then the cumulative impacts of
these works would need to be considered in the EIA. The planning decision
maker will need to make a judgment on the correct approach to interpreting
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the project and should therefore consider whether these works should be
scoped into the EIA and HRA.

Chapter 10: Landscape and Visual

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

Our landscape planning advice relates to the proposed development’s potential
impact on the Clwydian Range and Dee Valley Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty’s
(AONB) landscape character, visual amenity and special qualities and its accordance
with national policy.

Sufficient information has been submitted to ascertain the development parameters
being assessed. We concur with the EIA Scoping Report, Chapter 10: Landscape
and Visual, which indicates that the Clwydian Range and Dee Valley AONB will be
scoped out of the EIA. However, should the height and visual characteristics of the
proposed development parameters materially change, we would wish to be
reconsulted regarding this.

Our detailed comments following review of the Scoping Report are as follows:

We consider the approach outlined in Section 10.2 (Study Area), para. 10.2.2 to be
appropriate for considering the visual effects of the scale of development proposed.

We agree with the analysis in Section 3.6: Landscape Character (para. 10.3.6), which
states: “The AONB is 3km at closest from the nearest BVS, and whilst it is
acknowledged they may be visible in views from some parts of the AONB, owing to
the small scale and nature of the BVS, it is considered that they would not have the
potential to cause significant effects on the special qualities of the AONB”.

Table 10-2: Elements Scoped In or Out of Further Assessment, 6™ row - Clwydian
Range and Dee Valley AONB states: “Upon initial desktop review, the 2km study area
is proportionate to the type of Proposed Development. The proposed Flint AGI
(Northop Road) is located approximately 5.8km away from the nearest AONB and
2therefore outside the study area of the main proposed features. Following a review
of the Google Viewshed Tool based on a maximum 9m height Proposed
Development described above, itis clear there is no inter-visibility between the nearby
AONB and the Proposed Development. In addition, the BVS are 3km away from the
nearest AONB with a maximum height of 3m height (for fencing). The AONB is
therefore scoped out of the assessment”.

We agree with this analysis. We consider that the scale of development and distance
from the AONB would avoid significant visual effects being experienced from within
this Designated Landscape. However, we advise that the scope of the landscape
and visual impact assessment and location of viewpoints are discussed with the
relevant Local Planning Authority’s Landscape Officer/representative.
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Chapter 12: Materials and Waste

40.

4].

42.

43.

44,

45.

Any waste materials generated during the proposed development must be disposed
of satisfactorily and in accordance with Section 34 of the Environmental Protection
Act 1990 and Natural Resources Wales relevant guidance on waste management.
Carriers transporting waste from the site must be registered waste carriers and the
movement of any Hazardous Waste from the site must be accompanied by
Hazardous Waste consignment notes.

If during construction/excavation works any contaminated material is revealed, then
the movement of such material either on or off site must be done in consultation with
NRW.

NRW should be contacted to discuss the necessity for an exemption or permit for any
material imported to, treated on, and exported from the site.

The location of historic landfills to the site works must be checked before work
commences.

Any facilities for the storage of oils, fuels or chemicals shall be sited on impervious
bases and surrounded by impervious bund walls. The volume of the bunded
compound should be 110% of the capacity of the tank, all filling points, gauges, vents
and sight glasses must be located within the bund. Associated pipework should be
located above ground and protected from accidental damage. All filling points and
tank overflow pipe outlets should be detailed to discharge downwards into the bund,
refuelling should be supervised at all times - and preferably done on an impermeable
surface.

Chapter 16: Water Resources and Flood Risk

Hydrogeology (Groundwater)

46.

47.

Construction Phase:

The Scoping Report does not mention whether there are any groundwater dependent
terrestrial ecosystems (GWDTES), wet woodlands or other ecosystems that may be
dependent on shallow groundwater within the proposed corridor/area of interest. |If
some dewatering is required in particular locations, these types of receptors would
need to be considered.

There is no clear reference as to how dewatering will be performed. Groundwater
abstractions above 20m?3/day generally require a licence but exemptions may apply
if the abstraction or series of abstractions last less than 6 months and if the
dewatering will not result in impacts e.g. to local private water supplies (i.e. no
reduction in flows and water quality) or negatively affect a particular ecosystem. Itis
unclear whether sheet-piles, for example, would be used as a hydraulic control
measure to stop the ingress of water into sections of the excavation and if the sheet-
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48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

piles would then remain in the ground. Depending on their length, these types of
structures can impede and alter the flow of shallow groundwater which may be
currently relied upon by a Private Water Supply (PWS) or an ecosystem.

Therefore, a Dewatering Management Plan should be developed that provides a
general framework for assessing the potential risks arising from dewatering, but also
to act as a vehicle for more specific and detailed assessment. The Hydrogeological
Impact Appraisal (HIA) for dewatering abstractions Science Report — SC040020/SR1
- Dewatering  HIA post edit (publishing.service.gov.uk) is a useful reference
document. Assessment of the risks that dewatering may pose to the environment
should be performed and included as part of the EIA; this risk assessment is often
referred to as an HIA.

The Scoping Report does not mention the need to assess groundwater levels (see
above) particularly where these levels are expected to be shallow and where they
may be supporting baseflow to watercourses, or particular habitats (e.g. wet
woodlands or ancient woodlands) or private water supplies. EC7 Geotechnical
requirements for ground investigations as EN 1997-2:2007 (E) states: “For linear
structures (roads, railways, channels, pipelines, dikes, tunnels, retaining walls), a
spacing of 20m to 200m is required between ground investigation boreholes.”

Therefore, a Groundwater Management and Monitoring Plan (e.g. nature, scope,
locations and frequency of groundwater monitoring) should be developed for the
proposed scheme and the monitoring data used to inform potential risks to the water
environment, ecosystems and receptors such as PWS.

Section 16.7.10 of the Scoping Report states that: “An assessment of the potential
impacts of the Proposed Development on groundwater quality and quantity will be
undertaken with respect to identified groundwater abstractions including licenced
activities and private water supplies, and other groundwater dependent receptors.”

This is a very high level and generic statement and an assessment of the potential
impact of the Proposed Development on groundwater should be developed which
describes not only the assessment method but also the assessment itself. Some of
this is also addressed by the HIA (see above).

The Scoping Report does not specifically mention how the number and locations of
PWS will be assessed and then screened in/out to determine which PWS may be at
a greater/lesser risk from the pipeline. Conceptual Site Models for PWS that are
deemed to be at greater risk from the proposed development should be developed
and used as the basis for a risk assessment. In the worst case, trench dewatering
may affect the flow and quality of the water that sources a PWS. A questionnaire
may need to be developed that can be distributed to homeowners along the proposed
development so that a more accurate assessment of PWS numbers can be
determined.
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54.

55.

Potential sources of contamination

Section 9.3.12 of the Scoping Report states: “The Study Area includes predominantly
agricultural land with several former / current industrial land uses which could
potentially provide contamination legacy. The Study Area is understood to cross a
number of historical landfills, presenting potential sources of contamination, from
records reviewed. This includes most noticeably a landfill crossed by the Proposed
Development located close to the crossing of the A550 Gladstone way. Though it is
noted it should be possible to avoid the landfill site itself during carbon dioxide pipeline
route optimisation. An additional historical landfill named Brook Hill Landfill Site, is
located immediately after Pinfold Lane, between Ewloe Green and Northop Hall.
Further landfills are noted to be present south of Station Road in Lea by Backford,
and west of Cryers Lane in Thornton-le-Moors. Additional assessment of third-party
information during the baseline will clarify”.

We advise that other potential sources of contamination include:

o Oil/fuel/diesel leakage from heavy construction equipment and trucks. Heavy
plant will be required to excavate and install the pipeline.

o Possible water quality degradation from the use of chemicals such as bentonite
for construction and/or the need for temporary slurry lagoons that may be required
for the pipeline construction, notably at water crossing points where any impacts
would be greatest.

o Possible water quality degradation from stormwater runoff, including sediment
impacts

Operational Phase:

56.

57.

The operational pipeline poses several risks that require more detailed assessment
as part of the EIA. These risks include:

i.  The pipeline acting as a preferential drainage pathway, notably where it may
divert flows away from watercourses or where it may alter the existing local
groundwater flow-net that may support an ecosystem or private water supply.
This risk increases depending on the nature of the materials that surround the
pipeline and their relative compaction. Potential changes to drainage
characteristics arising from the operational pipeline have not been discussed
within the Scoping Report. It may be necessary that some degree of
groundwater monitoring is continued in particular locations, notably to assess
the effects during the early operational period.

ii.  Impacts on soils, notably compaction arising from the use of heavy plant, can
result in crop loss.

Section 3.6.19 ‘Reinstatement’ states: “The ground will be reinstated with the stored
topsoil and subsoil following trenching. If necessary, the subsoil will be ripped prior to
topsoil placement if compaction has occurred. Topsoil will be spread in such a way
as to ensure that it does not become compacted. All surplus construction materials
will be removed on completion of the work.”
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58.

59.

However, The installation of underground pipelines: effects on soil properties - Batey
- 2015 - Soil Use and Management - Wiley Online Library also recommends other
measures, which include the installation of new drains.

The longer-term effects of leaking carbon dioxide from the proposed development
have not been mentioned in the Scoping Report. We advise that potential impacts
that may affect the local environment should be considered.

Flood Risk

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

65.

We welcome that additional information and assessments in the form of a separate
Flood Consequences Assessment (FCA) is scoped in to be produced in support of
the ES. The development crosses areas of zone C1 and C2 of the Development
Advice Map (DAM) from TAN15: Development and Flood Risk.

Any buildings or above ground installations (e.g. AGI's, BVS etc.) associated with the
pipeline and shown to have a flood risk (as per NRW flood maps) will need to comply
with the requirements of TAN15.

As the proposed revised TAN15 may affect FCA requirements and flood risk
sustainability constraints we reserve the right to revisit any comments we make at
this time.

The FCA will need to assess flood risk from the tidal river Dee and the other
watercourses which are crossed by the development. The FCA should be based on
readily available information including our Tidal Dee Flood Modelling Study (2020)
which can be requested through contacting our data distribution team at:
datadistribution@naturalresourceswales.gov.uk.

The proposed route crosses several main rivers. It should be ensured that the
proposed development does not adversely affect NRW’s ability to access and
maintain the main rivers, which we may undertake using our permissive powers. We
would welcome further discussions regarding this once a detailed layout is available.
Flood Risk Activity Permits (FRAPs) will be required for all main river crossings that
do not fall within the conditions of an exempt activity. Please see our webpage for
further details: Natural Resources Wales / Flood risk activity permits

The Lead Local Flood Authority (LLFA), in this instance Flintshire County Council, are
the lead authority on flood risk from surface water and flooding from ordinary
watercourses. The developer should consult the LLFA’s drainage engineers in
respect to any issues relating to flooding issues from these sources and surface water
drainage proposals.
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Chapter 17: Cumulative Effects

66. We advise that works subject to other consents would need to be considered
cumulatively within the EIA and should not be scoped out only because they do not
fall within the DCO.

Water Framework Directive (WFD) Compliance Assessment

67. The WFD Compliance Assessment should assess potential impacts on all WFD
elements. Bathing Waters Protected Areas and Shellfish Water Protected Areas will
need to be considered in the WFD compliance assessment. The nearest bathing
waters are at West Kirby and Prestatyn. The Scoping Report has correctly identified
the Dee Transitional waterbody to be included in the WFD compliance assessment.
If the SoS considers that the coastal works should be scoped into the EIA the North
Wales Coastal waterbody should also be included, or considered cumulatively with
the proposed development if the SoS agrees with the applicant’s proposed approach.

68. The Dee Estuary is a classified Shellfish Water and any pollution or contaminated
water running into the estuary could affect the shellfish classification. There is a
cockle Regulating Order in the Dee estuary that supports 54 fishermen and any
reduction in water quality could affect the fishery. This should be considered in the
WFD compliance assessment.
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NORTHOP COMMUNITY COUNCIL

Representing the Wards of Northop and Sychdyn

Ivy House,

Fron Park Road,
Holywell,
Flintshire

CH8 7UT

17 June 2021

The Planning Inspectorate,
Central Operations,
Temple Quay House,

2 The Square,

Bristol

BS1 6PN

Dear Ms Lancaster,

Re: Application by Liverpool Bay CCS Limited (the Applicant) for an Order
granting Development Consent for the Hynet North West Carbon Dioxide
Pipeline (the Proposed Development)

Northop Community Council has been identified as a consultation body and having
been consulted have the following comments to make.

The Council would like to comment on the possible disruption that the construction
traffic will cause to Northop village for the whole of the construction period. This is a
concern, especially due to the fact that some roads may be unsuitable for such large
construction vehicles which may be passing in very close proximity to some of the
village properties. There is also the likelihood of increased the noise levels due to the
movement of such large vehicles involved in the transport of construction vehicles
and materials over a sustained period of time.

The Community Council would also like to raise the issue of whether there will be any
compensation for Northop residents as a consequence of the likely disruption to their
daily lives for a lengthy period of time.

For those properties within the Northop and Sychdyn area that will be directly
affected with the pipeline crossing, can the Council have the assurances that every
effort will be made to work with the land owners, to ensure the minimum disruption to
their land and business operations.



We would be grateful if you would take these matters into consideration as part of the
consultation process.

Yours Sincerely,

E-mail:
Tel: I



From: ONR Land Use Planning

To: Hynet CO2 Pipeline

Subject: ONR Land Use Planning - Application ENO70007 - HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline - EIA Scoping
Notification and Consultation

Date: 30 June 2021 10:55:53

Attachments: image001.png

Letter to stat cons_Scoping & Rea 11 Notification.pdf

Dear Sir/Madam,

You requested that ONR inform you of the information we consider should be
provided in the environmental statement for application ENO70007-000007-
210603. Our response is as follows:

o The applicant should take due cognizance of the nearby Capenhurst nuclear
licensed site, operated by Urenco UK Ltd;

« Capenhurst is situated within the applicant's "5 km Buffer of Scoping
Boundary" defined in "Appendix A — Supporting Figures (Part 3 of 3)" of the
Scoping Report (the site centre point for Capenhurst for land use planning
purposes is SJ365745); and

« The applicant should liaise with Urenco UK Ltd as appropriate.
Regards,
Eamonn Guilfoyle
Land Use Planning

Office for Nuclear Regulation
ONR-Land.Use-planning@onr.gov.uk
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Environmental Services Customer Services: 0303 444 5000
Central Operations e-mail: hynetco2pipeline@planningins
Temple Quay House pectorate.gov.uk

2 The Square
Bristol, BS1 6PN

Your Ref:

Our Ref: ENO70007-000007-210603

Date: 03 June 2021

Dear Sir/Madam

Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (the EIA Regulations)
— Regulations 10 and 11

Application by Liverpool Bay CCS Limited (the Applicant) for an Order
granting Development Consent for the HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide
Pipeline (the Proposed Development)

Scoping consultation and notification of the Applicant’s contact details and
duty to make available information to the Applicant if requested

The Applicant has asked the Planning Inspectorate on behalf of the Secretary of State
for its opinion (a Scoping Opinion) as to the information to be provided in an
Environmental Statement (ES) relating to the Proposed Development.

You can access the report accompanying the request for a Scoping Opinion via our
website:

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk

Alternatively, you can use the following direct links:
e Scoping Report

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.qgov.uk/document/ENO70007-000022

e Scoping Report — Appendix A (Part 1 of 3)

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/document/ENO70007-000018

e Scoping Report — Appendix A (Part 2 of 3)

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.qgov.uk/document/ENO70007-000019
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e Scoping Report — Appendix A (Part 3 of 3)

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.qgov.uk/document/ENO70007-000020

e Scoping Report — Appendix B

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.qgov.uk/document/ENO70007-000021

The Planning Inspectorate has identified you as a consultation body which must be
consulted before adopting its Scoping Opinion. The Planning Inspectorate would be
grateful therefore if you would:

¢ Inform the Planning Inspectorate of the information you consider should be
provided in the ES; or

¢ Confirm that you do not have any comments.

If you consider that you are not a consultation body as defined in the EIA Regulations,
please let us know.

The Planning Inspectorate on behalf of the SoS is entitled to assume under Regulation
10(11) of the EIA Regulations that you do not have any comments to make on the
information to be provided in the ES, if you have not responded to this letter by 3 July
2021. The deadline for consultation responses is a statutory requirement and cannot
be extended. Responses received after this deadline will not be included within the
Scoping Opinion but will be forwarded to the Applicant for information.

Please note that in response to the UK Government advice on the COVID-19
outbreak, the Planning Inspectorate’s staff are working from home until
further notice. In order to support the smooth facilitation of our service we
strongly advise that Consultation Bodies respond via the email identified
below rather than by post. Unfortunately, the Inspectorate cannot guarantee
that postal responses will be received within the 28 day deadline and
therefore form part of any Scoping Opinion provided to the Applicant.

Responses to the Planning Inspectorate regarding the Scoping Report should be sent
by email to hynetco2pipeline@planninginspectorate.gov.uk

Once complete, you will be able to access the Scoping Opinion via our website, using
the following link:

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/north-west/hynet-north-
west-carbon-dioxide-pipeline/?ipcsection=overview

As the Planning Inspectorate has been notified by the Applicant that it intends to
prepare an ES, we are also informing you of the Applicant’s name and address:

Mike Greslow
WSP Ltd

8 First Street
Manchester
M15 4RP

info@hynet.co.uk
This communication does not constitute legal advice.
Please view our Privacy Notice before sending information to the Planning Inspectorate.
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You should also be aware of your duty under Regulation 11(3) of the EIA Regulations,
if so requested by the Applicant, to make available information in your possession
which is considered relevant to the preparation of the ES.

If you have any queries, please do not hesitate to contact us.

Yours sincerely
Helen Lancaster

Helen Lancaster
Senior EIA Advisor
on behalf of the Secretary of State

This communication does not constitute legal advice.
Please view our Privacy Notice before sending information to the Planning Inspectorate.

This communication does not constitute legal advice.
Please view our Privacy Notice before sending information to the Planning Inspectorate.
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% The Planning Inspectorate

Environmental Services Customer Services: 0303 444 5000
Central Operations e-mail: hynetco2pipeline@planningins
Temple Quay House pectorate.gov.uk

2 The Square
Bristol, BS1 6PN

Eich Cyf:
Ein Cyf: ENO70007-000007-210603

Dyddiad: 03 Mehefin 2021

Annwyl Syr / Madam,

Deddf Cynllunio 2008 (fel y’i diwygiwyd) a Rheoliadau Cynllunio Seilwaith
(Asesu Effeithiau Amgylcheddol) 2017 — Rheoliad 10 a 11

Cais gan Liverpool Bay CCS Limited am Orchymyn yn Cymeradwyo Caniatad
Datblygu ar gyfer HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline

Ymgynghoriad cwmpasu a hysbysiad o fanylion cyswllt yr ymgeisydd a’r
ddyletswydd i sicrhau bod gwybodaeth ar gael i’'r ymgeisydd ar gais

Mae’r ymgeisydd wedi gofyn i'r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio ar ran yr Ysgrifennydd Gwladol
am ei farn (barn gwmpasu) am y wybodaeth i'w darparu mewn datganiad
amgylcheddol yn ymwneud &’r prosiect. Gallwch weld y cais ar dudalennau ein wefan,
sef:

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk

Fel arall, defnyddiwch y ddolen uniongyrchol ganlynol:
¢ Adroddiad Cwmpasu

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/document/ENO70007-000022

e Adroddiad Cwmpasu — Atodiad A (Rhan 1 o 3)

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.qgov.uk/document/ENO70007-000018

¢ Adroddiad Cwmpasu — Atodiad A (Rhan 2 o0 3)

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/document/ENO70007-000019

e Adroddiad Cwmpasu — Atodiad A (Rhan 3 o 3)

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/document/ENO70007-000020
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e Adroddiad Cwmpasu — Atodiad B

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.qgov.uk/document/ENO70007-000021

Mae’r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio wedi eich adnabod fel corff ymgynghori y mae’n rhaid i'r
Arolygiaeth Gynllunio ymgynghori ag ef cyn mabwysiadu ei farn gwmpasu. Felly,
byddai’r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio yn ddiolchgar pe gallech:

e Roi gwybod i'r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio am y wybodaeth rydych o’r farn y dylid ei
darparu yn y datganiad amgylcheddol; neu

¢ Gadarnhau nad oes gennych unrhyw sylwadau.

Os ydych o’r farn nad ydych yn gorff ymgynghori fel y diffinnir yn Rheoliadau Asesu
Effeithiau Amgylcheddol, rhowch wybod i ni.

Mae gan yr Arolygiaeth Gynllunio ar ran yr Ysgrifennydd Gwladol yr hawl i dybio nad
oes gennych unrhyw sylwadau ynghylch y wybodaeth a ddarperir yn y datganiad
amgylcheddol (Rheoliad 10 (11)) os na fyddwch yn ymateb i'r llythyr hwn erbyn 3
Gorffennaf 2021. Mae’r dyddiad cau ar gyfer ymatebion yr ymgynghoriad yn ofyniad
statudol ac nid oes modd ei ymestyn. Ni chaiff ymatebion a dderbynnir ar 6l y
dyddiad cau hwn eu cynnwys yn y farn gwmpasu, ond cant eu hanfon ymlaen at yr
ymgeisydd, er gwybodaeth.

Sylwch, mewn ymateb i gyngor Llywodraeth y DU ar yr achosion o COVID-19,
mae staff yr Arolygiaeth Gynllunio yn gweithio gartref hyd nes y rhoddir
rhybudd pellach. Er mwyn cefnogi hwyluso ein gwasanaeth yn llyfn, rydym
yn cynghori'n gryf bod Cyrff Ymgynghori yn ymateb trwy'r e-bost a nodir isod
yn hytrach na thrwy'r post. Yn anffodus, ni all yr Arolygiaeth warantu y
derbynnir ymatebion post o fewn y terfyn amser o 28 diwrnod ac felly eu bod
yn rhan o unrhyw Farn Cwmpasu a ddarperir i'r Ymgeisydd.

Yn ddelfrydol, dylid anfon ymatebion i'r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio yn ymwneud &’r
adroddiad cwmpasu yn electronig at hynetco2pipeline@planninginspectorate.gov.uk

Ar 6l ei gwblhau, mi fyddwch yn medru gweld y Barn Gwmpasu drwy agor y tab
‘documents’ ar dudalen y cais ar ein wefan, ar gael drwy ddefnyddio y ddolen
uniongyrchol ganlynol:

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/north-west/hynet-north-
west-carbon-dioxide-pipeline/?ipcsection=overview

Gan i'r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio gael ei hysbysu gan yr ymgeisydd ei fod/bod yn bwriadu
paratoi datganiad amgylcheddol, mae’r Arolygiaeth Gynllunio hefyd yn rhoi gwybod i
chi am enw a chyfeiriad yr ymgeisydd:

Mike Greslow
WSP Ltd

8 First Street
Manchester
M15 4RP

info@hynet.co.uk

Nid yw’r cyfartherbiad hwn yn gyfystyr & chyngor cyfreithiol.
Edrychwch ar ein Hysbysiad Preifatrwydd cyn anfon gwybodaeth at yr Arolygiaeth Gynllunio.

B2 disability
infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk a6 confident
—— EMPLOYER —




https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/help/privacy-notice/

http://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/document/EN070007-000021

mailto:hynetco2pipeline@planninginspectorate.gov.uk

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/north-west/hynet-north-west-carbon-dioxide-pipeline/?ipcsection=overview

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/projects/north-west/hynet-north-west-carbon-dioxide-pipeline/?ipcsection=overview



Hefyd, dylech fod yn ymwybodol o’ch dyletswydd dan Reoliad 11(3) i sicrhau bod
gwybodaeth sydd yn eich meddiant a ystyrir yn berthnasol ar gyfer paratoi’r
datganiad amgylcheddol, ar gael i'r ymgeisydd os bydd yn gofyn amdani.

Mae pob croeso i chi gysylltu & ni os oes gennych unrhyw gwestiynau.

Yr eiddoch yn gywir
Helen Lancaster

Helen Lancaster
Uwch Gynghorydd AEA
ar ran yr Ysgrifennydd Gwladol

Nid yw’r cyfartherbiad hwn yn gyfystyr & chyngor cyfreithiol.
Edrychwch ar ein Hysbysiad Preifatrwydd cyn anfon gwybodaeth at yr Arolygiaeth Gynllunio.

Nid yw’r cyfartherbiad hwn yn gyfystyr & chyngor cyfreithiol.
Edrychwch ar ein Hysbysiad Preifatrwydd cyn anfon gwybodaeth at yr Arolygiaeth Gynllunio.

B2 disability
infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk a6 confident
—— EMPLOYER —




https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/help/privacy-notice/

https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/planning-inspectorate-privacy-notices




Public Health

England Environmental Hazards and nsipconsultations@phe.gov.uk
Emergencies Department
Centre for Radiation, Chemical and www.gov.uk/phe
Environmental Hazards (CRCE)
Seaton House Your Ref: ENO70007-000007-
City Link 210603
London Road Our Ref: 57496
Nottingham
NG2 4LA

Ms Helen Lancaster
Senior EIA Advisor

The Planning Inspectorate
Temple Quay House

2 The Square

Bristol BS1 6PN

2" July 2021

Dear Ms Lancaster

Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project
HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline
Scoping Consultation Stage

Thank you for including Public Health England (PHE) in the scoping consultation phase of the
above application. Advice offered by PHE is impartial and independent.

PHE exists to protect and improve the nation's health and wellbeing and reduce health inequalities;
these two organisational aims are reflected in the way we review and respond to Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) applications.

The health of an individual or a population is the result of a complex interaction of a wide range of
different determinants of health, from an individual’'s genetic make-up, to lifestyles and behaviours,
and the communities, local economy, built and natural environments to global ecosystem trends. All
developments will have some effect on the determinants of health, which in turn will influence the
health and wellbeing of the general population, vulnerable groups and individual people. Although
assessing impacts on health beyond direct effects from for example emissions to air or road traffic
incidents is complex, there is a need to ensure a proportionate assessment focused on an
application’s significant effects.

Having considered the submitted scoping report, we wish to make the following specific comments
and recommendations:

Environmental Public Health

We recognise the promoter’s proposal to include a health section. We believe the summation of
relevant issues into a specific section of the report provides a focus which ensures that public health
is given adequate consideration. The section should summarise key information, risk assessments,
proposed mitigation measures, conclusions and residual impacts, relating to human health.
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Compliance with the requirements of National Policy Statements and relevant guidance and
standards should also be highlighted.

In terms of the level of detail to be included in an Environmental Statement (ES), we recognise that
the differing nature of projects is such that their impacts will vary. The attached appendix
summarises PHE’s requirements and recommendations regarding the content of and methodology
used in preparing the ES. Please note that where impacts relating to health and/or further
assessments are scoped out, promoters should fully explain and justify this within the submitted
documentation.

Recommendation

Our position is that airborne pollutants associated with road traffic, construction plant, or
combustion, particularly particulate matter and oxides of nitrogen are non-threshold; i.e., an
exposed population is likely to be subject to potential harm at any level and that reducing public
exposures of non-threshold pollutants (such as particulate matter and nitrogen dioxide) below air
quality standards will have potential public health benefits. We support approaches which minimise
or mitigate public exposure to non-threshold air pollutants, address inequalities (in exposure),
maximise co-benefits (such as physical exercise). We encourage their consideration during
development design, environmental and health impact assessment, and development consent.

Human Health and Wellbeing
This section of PHE’s scoping response, identifies the wider determinants of health and wellbeing
we expect the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) to address, to demonstrate whether they are
likely to give rise to significant effects. PHE has focused its approach on scoping determinants of
health and wellbeing under four themes, which have been derived from an analysis of the wider
determinants of health mentioned in the National Policy Statements. The four themes are:

e Access

e Traffic and Transport

e Socioeconomic

e Land Use

Having considered the submitted scoping report PHE wish to make the following specific comments
and recommendations:

Population and Human Health

The scoping report does not identify a definition of health. The scoping report should accept the
broad definition of health proposed by the World Health Organisation (WHO) and also include
specific reference to mental health within the definition of health.

The scoping report does not mention mental health, but it is important that mental health has parity
of esteem with physical health and wellbeing. Mental well-being is fundamental to achieving a
healthy, resilient and thriving population. It underpins healthy lifestyles, physical health, educational
attainment, employment and productivity, relationships, community safety and cohesion and quality
of life. A scheme of this scale and nature has impacts on the over-arching protective factors, which
are:

¢ Enhancing control

e Increasing resilience and community assets

o Facilitating participation and promoting inclusion.
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The scoping report outlined the intention to have a separate chapter on population and human
health and the study areas for population and human health has been defined using the Design
Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) guidance Volume 11, Section 3, Part 6, LA112 Population
and Human Health.

Recommendations
The EIA should accept the broad definition of health proposed by the World Health Organisation
(WHO) and also include specific reference to mental health within the definition of health.

Population and human health impacts should be considered explicitly within the cumulative effects
assessment in order to identify any in combination effects.

Vulnerable Populations

An approach to the identification of vulnerable populations, other than deprivation and those with
protected characteristics, has not been provided. The impacts on health and wellbeing and health
inequalities of the scheme may have particular effect on vulnerable or disadvantaged populations.

Recommendations

The EIA should clearly identify the range of vulnerable populations that have been considered within
the assessment. The findings should be cross referenced across the ES to ensure the
comprehensive assessment of potential impacts for health and inequalities and where resulting
mitigation measures are mutually supportive.

The final ES should therefore include suitable and sufficient data to identify the populations at risk,
vulnerable populations, baseline data, assessment of significance, mitigation measures and
proposals for monitoring.

Physical Activity and Active Travel

The scoping report identifies there is potential for adverse effects on the accessibility of publicly
accessible routes for walkers, cyclists and horse-riders (WCHs). The assessment will identify likely
routes taken by WCHs and set out the impact on WCH receptors according to change in journey
length.

Active travel forms an important part in helping to promote healthy weight environments and as
such it is important that any changes do not have a negative impact where possible.

Recommendation

In addition to assessing the impact on WCH receptors in terms of journey length, the potential for
temporary diversions to create a barrier to access i.e. not accessible across the life course due to
steepness, ground condition or physical barriers should also be considered.

Cross Referencing of Health Impacts Across Chapters

Whilst it is highly encouraging that Population and Human Health will have a separate chapter in the
ES, human health is affected by several wider determinants of health. Although the effects on
human health is considered in some other chapters (Land & Soil and Major Accidents & Disasters),
this is not consistently cross referenced across the report. For example, chapters on: Air Quality,
Landscape and Visual, Noise and Vibration; Traffic and Transport, Water Resources and Flood
Risk, and Cumulative Effects.
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Recommendation
To ensure health and wellbeing is considered consistently through the ES, there should be cross

referencing to Chapter 14: Population and Human Health in all chapters.

Yours sincerely

For and on behalf of Public Health England
nsipconsultations@phe.gov.uk

Please mark any correspondence for the attention of National Infrastructure Planning
Administration.
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Appendix: PHE recommendations regarding the scoping document

Introduction

The Planning Inspectorate’s Advice Note 11: Working with Public Bodies covers many of the
generic points of interaction relevant to the Planning Inspectorate and Public Health England (PHE).
The purpose of this Annex is to help applicants understand the issues that PHE expect to see
addressed by applicants preparing an Environmental Statement (ES) as part of their Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Planning (NSIP) submission.

We have included a comprehensive outline of the type of issues we would expect to be considered
as part of an NSIP which falls under the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2017 (the EIA Regulations). PHE encourages applicants to contact us as early in the
process as possible if they wish to discuss or clarify any matters relating to chemical, poison,
radiation or wider public health.

General Information on Public Health England

PHE was established on 1 April 2013 to bring together public health specialists from more than 70
organisations into a single public health service. We are an executive agency of the Department of
Health and are a distinct delivery organisation with operational autonomy to advise and support
government, local authorities and the National Health Service (NHS) in a professionally independent
manner.

We work closely with public health professionals in Wales, Scotland and Northern Ireland, and
internationally.! We have specialist teams advising on specific issues and the potential impacts
arising from environmental public health including chemicals, noise, air quality, ionising and non-
ionising radiation.

PHE’s NSIP roles and responsibilities

PHE is a statutory consultee in the NSIP process for any applications likely to involve chemicals,
poisons or radiation which could potentially cause harm to people and are likely to affect
significantly public health.? PHE will consider potential significant effects (direct and indirect) of a
proposed development on population and human health and the impacts from chemicals, radiation
and environmental hazards. We also consider other factors which may have an impact on public
health, such as the wider determinants of health, health improvement and health inequalities (where
PHE has a legal duty specified in the Health and Social Care Act 2012)3.

Under certain circumstances PHE may provide comments on radiation on behalf of the Scottish
Government. If a proposer is submitting a planning application in Scotland which may require advice
on radiation you are recommended to contact the appropriate Scottish Planning Authority for advice
on how to proceed.

In the case of applications in Wales, PHE remains a statutory consultee but the regime applies to a
more limited range of development types. For NSIP applications likely to affect land in Wales, an
applicant should still consult PHE but, additionally will be required to consult the Welsh
Government.

1 https://www.gov.uk/government/organisations/public-health-england/about#priorities

2 The Infrastructure Planning (Interested Parties and Miscellaneous Prescribed Provisions) Regulations 2015
3 http://www.legislation.gov.uk/ukpga/2012/7/contents/enacted
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Environmental Impact Assessments — PHE Responsibilities

PHE has a statutory role as a consultation body under the EIA Regulations. Where an applicant has
requested a scoping opinion from the Planning Inspectorate*, PHE will be consulted regarding the
scope, and level of detail, of the information to be provided in the ES. PHE has a duty to make
information available to the applicant.

PHE provides advice relating to EIA within this document and during the NSIP consultation stages.
PHE encourages applicants to discuss the scope of the ES with us at an early stage to explore, for
example, whether careful site selection or other design issues could minimise or eliminate public
health impacts or to outline the requirement for, scope and methodology of any assessments
related to public health. PHE’s standard recommendations in response to EIA scoping consultations
are below.

PHE’s Recommendations to Applicants Regarding Environmental Impact Assessments

General Approach
PHE provides advice relating to EIA within this document and during the NSIP consultation stages.
It is the role of the applicant to prepare the ES.

When preparing an ES the applicant should give consideration to best practice guidance such as
the Government’s Handbook for scoping projects: environmental impact assessment®, and
Guidance: on Environmental Impact Assessment®

The Planning Inspectorate’s Advice Note Seven: Environmental Impact Assessment: Process,
Preliminary Environmental Information and Environmental Statements also provide guidance to
applicants and other persons with interest in the EIA process as it relates to NSIPs.

It is important that the submitted ES identifies and assesses the potential public health impacts of
the activities at, and emissions from, the development.

Applicants are reminded that Section 5(2)(a) of the Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 specifically includes a
requirement that the EIA must identify, describe and assess in an appropriate
manner, in light of each individual case, the direct and indirect significant effects
of the proposed development on population and human health.

PHE is of the opinion that this requirement encompasses the wider determinants of
public health, as well as chemicals, poisons and radiation. Further information on PHE’s
recommendations and requirements is included below.

PHE understands that there may be separate sections of the ES covering the assessment of
impacts on air, land, water and so on, but expects an ES to include a specific section summarising
potential impacts on population and health. This section should bring together and interpret the
information from other assessments as necessary. The health, wellbeing and population impacts
section should address the following steps.

1. Screening: Identify any significant effects.

* The scoping process is administered and undertaken by the Planning Inspectorate on behalf of the Secretary of State
5 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/handbook-for-scoping-projects-environmental-impact-assessment

6 hitps://www.gov.uk/quidance/environmental-impact-assessment#the-purpose-of-environmental-impact-assessment
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a. Summarise the methodologies used to identify health impacts, assess significance
and sources of information

b. Evaluate any reference standards used in carrying out the assessment and in
evaluating health impacts (e.g., environmental quality standards)

c. Where the applicant proposes the ‘scoping out’ of any effects a clear rationale and
justification should be provided along with any supporting evidence.

2. Baseline Survey:
a. ldentify information needed and available, evaluate quality and applicability of
available information
b. Undertake assessment

3. Alternatives:

a. Consideration of alternatives (including alternative sites, choice of process, and the
phasing of construction) is widely regarded as good practice. ldeally, the EIA
process should start at the stage of site selection, so that the environmental merits of
practicable alternatives can be properly considered. Where this is undertaken, the
main alternatives considered should be outlined in the ES’.

4. Design and assess possible mitigation
a. Consider and propose suitable corrective actions should mitigation measures not
perform as effectively predicted.

5. Impact Prediction: Quantify and Assess Impacts:
a. Evaluate and assess the extent of any positive and negative
effects of the development. Effects should be assessed in terms of likely health
outcomes, including those relating to the wider determinants of health such as socio-
economic outcomes, in addition to health outcomes resulting from exposure to
environmental hazards. Mental health effects should be included and given
eguivalent weighting to physical effects.
b. Clearly identify any omissions, uncertainties and dependencies (e.g., air quality
assessments being dependant on the accuracy of traffic predictions)
c. Evaluate short-term impacts associated with the construction and development
phase
d. Evaluate long-term impacts associated with the operation of the development
e. Evaluate any impacts associated with decommissioning of the development
Evaluate any potential cumulative impacts as a result of the development, currently
approved developments which have yet to be constructed, and proposed
developments which do not currently have development consent

—

6. Monitoring and Audit
a. ldentify key modelling predictions and mitigation impacts and consider implementing
monitoring and audit to assess their accuracy / effectiveness.

Any assessments undertaken to inform the ES should be proportionate to the potential impacts of
the proposal, therefore we accept that, in some circumstances particular assessments may not be
relevant to an application, or that an assessment may be adequately completed using a qualitative
rather than quantitative methodology. In cases where this decision is made, the applicant should
fully explain and justify their rationale in the submitted documentation.

7 DCLG guidance, 1999 http://www.communities.gov.uk/documents/planningandbuilding/pdf/155958.pdf
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Human and Environmental Receptors

The applicant should clearly identify the development’s location and the distance of the
development to off-site receptors that may be affected by emissions from, or activities at, the
development. Off-site receptors may include people living in residential premises; people working in
commercial, and industrial premises and people using transport infrastructure (such as roads and
railways), recreational areas, and publicly-accessible land.

Identify and consider impacts on residential areas and sensitive receptors (such as schools, nursing
homes and healthcare facilities, as well as other vulnerable population groups such as those who
are young, older, with disabilities or long-term conditions, or on low incomes) in the area(s) which
may be affected by emissions, this should include consideration of any new receptors arising from
future development

Consideration should also be given to environmental receptors such as the surrounding land,
watercourses, surface and groundwater, and drinking water supplies such as wells, boreholes and
water abstraction points.

Impacts Arising from Construction and Decommissioning

Any assessment of impacts arising from emissions or activities due to construction and
decommissioning should consider potential impacts on all receptors and describe monitoring and
mitigation during these phases. Construction and decommissioning will be associated with vehicle
movements and cumulative impacts should be accounted for.

We would expect the applicant to follow best practice guidance during all phases from construction
to decommissioning to ensure appropriate measures are in place to mitigate any potential negative
impact on health from emissions (point source, fugitive and traffic-related) and activities. An
effective Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) (and Decommissioning
Environmental Management Plan (DEMP)) will help provide reassurance that activities are well
managed. The applicant should ensure that there are robust mechanisms in place to respond to any
complaints made during construction, operation, and decommissioning of the facility.

Emissions to Air and Water
PHE has a number of comments regarding the assessment of emissions from any type of
development in order that the ES provides a comprehensive assessment of potential impacts.

When considering a baseline (of existing environmental quality) and in the assessment and future
monitoring of impacts these should:

e include an evaluation of the public health benefits of development options which reduce air
pollution — even below limit values — as pollutants such as nitrogen dioxide and particulate
matter show no threshold below which health effects do not occur;® °

o consider the construction, operational, and decommissioning phases;

o consider the typical operational emissions and emissions from start-up, shut-down, abnormal
operation and accidents when assessing potential impacts and include an assessment of worst-
case impacts;

o fully account for fugitive emissions;

8 https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/health-matters-air-pollution/health-matters-air-pollution
9

https://assets.publishing.service.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment data/file/795185/Review of inte

rventions to improve air quality.pdf
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¢ include appropriate estimates of background levels (i.e., when assessing the human health risk
of a chemical emitted from a facility or operation, background exposure to the chemical from
other sources should be taken into account);

e encompass the combined impacts of all pollutants which may be emitted by the development
with all pollutants arising from associated development and transport, considered in a single
holistic assessment (i.e., of overall impacts);

o identify and consider impacts on residential areas and sensitive receptors (such as schools,
nursing homes and healthcare facilities) in the area(s) which may be affected by emissions. This
should include consideration of any new receptors arising from future development;

e identify cumulative and incremental impacts (i.e., assess cumulative impacts from multiple
sources), including those arising from associated development, other existing and proposed
development in the local area, and new vehicle movements associated with the proposed
development; associated transport emissions should include consideration of non-road impacts
(i.e., rail, sea, and air);

e compare predicted environmental concentrations to the applicable standard or guideline value
for the affected medium. Where available, the most recent UK standards for the appropriate
media (i.e., air, water, and/or soil) and health-based guideline values should be used when
guantifying the risk to human health from chemical pollutants;

¢ where UK standards or guideline values are not available, or other reputable International
bodies e.g. European Union or OECD:

o If no standard or guideline value exists, the predicted exposure to humans should be
estimated and compared to an appropriate health-based value (e.g., a Tolerable Daily
Intake or equivalent);

o This should consider all applicable routes of exposure (e.g., include consideration of
aspects such as the deposition of chemicals emitted to air and their uptake via
ingestion).

¢ include appropriate screening assessments and detailed dispersion modelling where this is
screened as necessary;

¢ include Chemical Abstract Service (CAS) numbers alongside chemical names, where
referenced in the ES;

¢ include consideration of local authority, Environment Agency, Natural Resources Wales, Defra
national network, and any other local site-specific sources of monitoring data;

e when quantitatively assessing the health risk of genotoxic and carcinogenic chemical pollutants,
PHE does not favour the use of mathematical models to extrapolate from high dose levels used
in animal carcinogenicity studies to well below the observed region of a dose-response
relationship. When only animal data are available, we recommend that the Committee on
Carcinogenicity of Chemicals approach® is used.

Whilst screening of impacts using qualitative methodologies is common practice (eg, for impacts
arising from fugitive emissions such as dust), where it is possible to undertake a quantitative
assessment of impacts then this should be undertaken.

PHE'’s view is that the applicant should appraise and describe the measures that will be used to
control both point source and fugitive emissions and demonstrate that standards, guideline values
or health-based values will not be exceeded due to emissions from the installation, as described
above. This should include consideration of any emitted pollutants for which there are no set
emission limits. When assessing the potential impact of a proposed installation on environmental
guality, predicted environmental concentrations should be compared to the permitted concentrations
in the affected media; this should include both standards for short and long-term exposure. Further
to assessments of compliance with limit values, for non-threshold pollutants (ie, those that have no

10 hitps:/iwww.gov.uk/government/publications/cancer-risk-characterisation-methods
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threshold below which health effects do not occur) the benefits of development options which
reduce population exposure should be evaluated.

Additional points specific to emissions to air

When considering baseline conditions (of existing air quality) and the assessment and future

monitoring of impacts, these should include:

e consideration of impacts on existing areas of poor air quality e.g. existing or proposed local
authority Air Quality Management Areas (AQMAS) or Clean Air Zones (CAZ). The applicant
should demonstrate close working/consultation with the appropriate local authorities

e modelling using appropriate meteorological data (i.e. from the nearest suitable meteorological
station and include a range of years and worst-case conditions)

¢ modelling taking into account local topography, congestion and acceleration

Additional points specific to emissions to water

When considering baseline conditions (of existing water quality) and the assessment and future

monitoring of impacts, these should:

¢ include assessment of potential impacts on human health and not focus solely on ecological
impacts

¢ identify and consider all routes by which emissions may lead to population exposure (e.g.,
surface watercourses, recreational waters, sewers, geological routes etc.)

e assess the potential off-site effects of emissions to groundwater (eg, on aquifers used for
drinking water) and surface water (used for drinking water abstraction) in terms of the potential
for population exposure

¢ include consideration of potential impacts on recreational users (eg, from fishing, canoeing etc.)
alongside assessment of potential exposure via drinking water

Land Quality
We would expect the applicant to provide details of any hazardous contamination present on site
(including ground gas) as part of a site condition report and associated risk assessment.

Emissions to and from the ground should be considered in terms of the previous history of the site
and the potential of the site, during construction and once operational, to give rise to issues. Public
health impacts associated with ground contamination and/or the migration of material off-site should
be assessed in accordance with the Environment Agency publication Land Contamination: risk
management ! and the potential impact on nearby receptors; control and mitigation measures
should be outlined.

Waste

The applicant should demonstrate compliance with the waste hierarchy (e.g. with respect to re-use,

recycling or recovery and disposal).

For wastes arising from the development the ES should assess:

o the implications and wider environmental and public health impacts of different waste disposal
options

o disposal route(s) and transport method(s) and how potential impacts on public health will be
mitigated

If the development includes wastes delivered to the installation:
o Consider issues associated with waste delivery and acceptance procedures (including delivery
of prohibited wastes) and should assess potential off-site impacts and describe their mitigation

11 Available from https://www.gov.uk/quidance/land-contamination-how-to-manage-the-risks
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Other Aspects

Within the ES, PHE would expect to see information about how the applicant would respond to
accidents with potential off-site emissions (e.g., flooding or fires, spills, leaks or releases off-site).
Assessment of accidents should: identify all potential hazards in relation to construction, operation
and decommissioning; include an assessment of the risks posed; and identify risk management
measures and contingency actions that will be employed in the event of an accident in order to
mitigate off-site effects.

PHE would expect the applicant to consider the COMAH Regulations (Control of Major Accident
Hazards) and the Major Accident Off-Site Emergency Plan (Management of Waste from Extractive
Industries) (England and Wales) Regulations: both in terms of their applicability to the development
itself, and the development’s potential to impact on, or be impacted by, any nearby installations
themselves subject to these Regulations.

There is evidence that, in some cases, perception of risk may have a greater impact on health than
the hazard itself. A 2009 report*?, jointly published by Liverpool John Moores University and the
Health Protection Agency (HPA), examined health risk perception and environmental problems
using a number of case studies. As a point to consider, the report suggested: “Estimation of
community anxiety and stress should be included as part of every risk or impact assessment of
proposed plans that involve a potential environmental hazard. This is true even when the physical
health risks may be negligible.” PHE supports the inclusion of this information within ES’ as good
practice.

Electromagnetic Fields (EMF)

This advice relates to electrical installations such as substations and connecting underground
cables or overhead lines. PHE advice on the health effects of power frequency electric and
magnetic fields is available on the Gov.UK website.!*

There is a potential health impact associated with the electric and magnetic fields around
substations, overhead power lines and underground cables. The field strengths tend to reduce with
distance from such equipment.

The following information provides a framework for considering the health impact associated with
the electric and magnetic fields produced by the proposed development, including the direct and
indirect effects of the electric and magnetic fields as indicated above.

Policy Measures for the Electricity Industry

A voluntary code of practice is published which sets out key principles for complying with the
ICNIRP guidelines.** Companion codes of practice dealing with optimum phasing of high
voltage power lines and aspects of the guidelines that relate to indirect effects are also
available.1516

Exposure Guidelines

PHE recommends the adoption in the UK of the EMF exposure guidelines published by the
International Commission on Non-ionizing Radiation Protection (ICNIRP). Formal advice to
this effect, based on an accompanying comprehensive review of the scientific evidence, was

12 Available from: http://allcatsrgrey.org.uk/wp/download/public _health/Health-Risk-Perception-Env-Probs.pdf

13 https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/electromagnetic-fields#low-frequency-electric-and-magnetic-fields

14 https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/37447/1256-code-practice-emf-public-

exp-quidelines.pdf

15 https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment _data/file/48309/1255-code-practice-optimum-

phasing-power-lines.pdf

18https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment _data/file/224766/powerlines vcop microshocks.pdf
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published in 2004 by the National Radiological Protection Board (NRPB), one of PHE’s
predecessor organisations?’

Updates to the ICNIRP guidelines for static fields have been issued in 2009 and for low
frequency fields in 2010. However, Government policy is that the ICNIRP guidelines are
implemented as expressed in the 1999 EU Council Recommendation on limiting exposure of
the general public (1999/519/EC):8

Static Magnetic Fields

For static magnetic fields, the ICNIRP guidelines published in 2009 recommend that acute
exposure of the general public should not exceed 400 mT (millitesla), for any part of the
body, although the previously recommended value of 40 mT is the value used in the Council
Recommendation. However, because of potential indirect adverse effects, ICNIRP
recognises that practical policies need to be implemented to prevent inadvertent harmful
exposure of people with implanted electronic medical devices and implants containing
ferromagnetic materials, and injuries due to flying ferromagnetic objects, and these
considerations can lead to much lower restrictions, such as 0.5 mT.

Power Frequency Electric and Magnetic Fields

At 50 Hz, the known direct effects include those of induced currents in the body on the
central nervous system (CNS) and indirect effects include the risk of painful spark discharge
on contact with metal objects exposed to electric fields. The ICNIRP guidelines published in
1998 give reference levels for public exposure to 50 Hz electric and magnetic fields, and
these are respectively 5 kV m™ (kilovolts per metre) and 100 uT (microtesla). The reference
level for magnetic fields changes to 200 pT in the revised (ICNIRP 2010) guidelines because
of new basic restrictions based on induced electric fields inside the body, rather than
induced current density. If people are not exposed to field strengths above these levels,
direct effects on the CNS should be avoided and indirect effects such as the risk of painful
spark discharge will be small. The reference levels are not in themselves limits but provide
guidance for assessing compliance with underlying basic restrictions and reducing the risk of
indirect effects.

Long Term Effects

There is concern about the possible effects of long-term exposure to extremely low
frequency electric and magnetic fields, from power lines. In the NRPB advice issued in 2004,
it was concluded that the studies that suggest health effects, including those concerning
childhood leukaemia in relation to power frequency magnetic fields, could not be used to
derive quantitative guidance on restricting exposure. However, the results of these studies
represented uncertainty in the underlying evidence base, and taken together with people’s
concerns, provided a basis for providing an additional recommendation for Government to
consider the need for further precautionary measures, particularly with respect to the
exposure of children to power frequency magnetic fields.

The Stakeholder Advisory Group on ELF EMFs (SAGE)

SAGE was set up to explore the implications for a precautionary approach to extremely low
frequency electric and magnetic fields (ELF EMFs), which include power frequency fields,
and to make practical recommendations to Government:®

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140629102627/http://www.hpa.org.uk/Publications/Radiation/NPRBArchive/D

ocumentsOfTheNRPB/Absd1502/

18 hitp://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/+/www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publichealth/Healthprotection/DH 4089500

19 http://www.emfs.info/policy/sage/
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Relevant here is SAGE’s 2007 First Interim Assessment, which mades several
recommendations concerning high voltage power lines. In responding, Government
supported the implementation of low cost options such as optimal phasing to reduce
exposure; however it did not support the option of creating corridors around power lines in
which development would be restricted on health grounds, which was considered to be a
disproportionate measure given the evidence base on the potential long term health risks
arising from exposure. The Government response to SAGE’s First Interim Assessment is
available on the national archive website.?°

The Government also supported calls for providing more information on power frequency
electric and magnetic fields, which is available on the PHE web pages.

lonising Radiation

Particular considerations apply when an application involves the possibility of exposure to ionising
radiation. In such cases it is important that the basic principles of radiation protection recommended
by the International Commission on Radiological Protection?* (ICRP) are followed. PHE provides
advice on the application of these recommendations in the UK. The ICRP recommendations are
implemented in the Euratom Basic Safety Standards?? (BSS) and these form the basis for UK
legislation, including the lonising Radiation Regulations 1999, the Radioactive Substances Act
1993, and the Environmental Permitting Regulations 2016.

As part of the EIA process PHE expects applicants to carry out the necessary radiological impact
assessments to demonstrate compliance with UK legislation and the principles of radiation
protection. This should be set out clearly in a separate section or report and should not require any
further analysis by PHE. In particular, the important principles of justification, optimisation and
radiation dose limitation should be addressed. In addition compliance with the Euratom BSS and UK
legislation should be clear.

When considering the radiological impact of routine discharges of radionuclides to the environment
PHE would, as part of the EIA process, expect to see a full radiation dose assessment considering
both individual and collective (population) doses for the public and, where necessary, workers. For
individual doses, consideration should be given to those members of the public who are likely to
receive the highest exposures (referred to as the representative person, which is equivalent to the
previous term, critical group).

Different age groups should be considered as appropriate and should normally include adults, 1
year old and 10 year old children. In particular situations doses to the fetus should also be
calculated®.

The estimated doses to the representative person should be compared to the appropriate radiation
dose criteria (dose constraints and dose limits), taking account of other releases of radionuclides
from nearby locations as appropriate. Collective doses should also be considered for the UK,
European and world populations where appropriate.

20

http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20130107105354/http://www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publicationsandstatistics/Publication
s/PublicationsPolicyAndGuidance/DH 107124
2! These recommendations are given in publications of the ICRP notably publications 90 and 103 see the website at
http://www.icrp.org/
22 Council Directive 96/29/EURATOM laying down basic safety standards for the protection of the health of workers and
the general public against the dangers arising from ionising radiation.
23 HPA (2008) Guidance on the application of dose coefficients for the embryo, fetus and breastfed infant in dose
assessments for members of the public. Doc HPA, RCE-5, 1-78, available at
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/embryo-fetus-and-breastfed-infant-application-of-dose-coefficients
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The methods for assessing individual and collective radiation doses should follow the guidance
given in ‘Principles for the Assessment of Prospective Public Doses arising from Authorised
Discharges of Radioactive Waste to the Environment August 2012 24

It is important that the methods used in any radiological dose assessment are clear and that key
parameter values and assumptions are given (for example, the location of the representative
persons, habit data and models used in the assessment).

Any radiological impact assessment, undertaken as part of the EIA, should also consider the
possibility of short-term planned releases and the potential for accidental releases of radionuclides
to the environment. This can be done by referring to compliance with the lonising Radiation
Regulations and other relevant legislation and guidance.

The radiological impact of any solid waste storage and disposal should also be addressed in the
assessment to ensure that this complies with UK practice and legislation; information should be
provided on the category of waste involved (e.g. very low level waste, VLLW). It is also important
that the radiological impact associated with the decommissioning of the site is addressed.

Of relevance here is PHE advice on radiological criteria and assessments for land-based solid
waste disposal facilities?®. PHE advises that assessments of radiological impact during the
operational phase should be performed in the same way as for any site authorised to discharge
radioactive waste. PHE also advises that assessments of radiological impact during the post
operational phase of the facility should consider long timescales (possibly in excess of 10,000
years) that are appropriate to the long-lived nature of the radionuclides in the waste, some of which
may have half-lives of millions of years.

The radiological assessment should consider exposure of members of hypothetical representative
groups for a number of scenarios including the expected migration of radionuclides from the facility,
and inadvertent intrusion into the facility once institutional control has ceased.

For scenarios where the probability of occurrence can be estimated, both doses and health risks
should be presented, where the health risk is the product of the probability that the scenario occurs,
the dose if the scenario occurs and the health risk corresponding to unit dose.

For inadvertent intrusion, the dose if the intrusion occurs should be presented. It is recommended
that the post-closure phase be considered as a series of timescales, with the approach changing
from more quantitative to more qualitative as times further in the future are considered.

The level of detail and sophistication in the modelling should also reflect the level of hazard
presented by the waste. The uncertainty due to the long timescales means that the concept of
collective dose has very limited use, although estimates of collective dose from the ‘expected’
migration scenario can be used to compare the relatively early impacts from some disposal options
if required.

24 The Environment Agency (EA), Scottish Environment Protection Agency (SEPA), Northern Ireland Environment Agency,
Health Protection Agency and the Food Standards Agency (FSA).

Principles for the Assessment of Prospective Public Doses arising from Authorised Discharges of Radioactive Waste to
the Environment August 2012.

https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment data/file/296390/geho1202bklh-e-e.pdf

25 HPA RCE-8, Radiological Protection Objectives for the Land-based Disposal of Solid Radioactive Wastes, February
2009
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Noise from National Networks and Airports

Public Health England’s mission is to protect and improve the nation’s health and wellbeing and
reduce health inequalities. Environmental noise can cause stress and disturb sleep, which over the
long term can lead to a number of adverse health outcomes. 26 %/

The Noise Policy Statement for England (NPSE) % sets out the government's overall policy on
noise. Its aims are to:

e avoid significant adverse impacts on health and quality of life;

e mitigate and minimise adverse impacts on health and quality of life; and

e contribute to the improvement of health and quality of life.

These aims should be applied within a broader context of sustainable development, where noise is

considered alongside other economic, social and environmental factors. PHE expects such factors

may include 2°:

e Ensuring healthy lives and promoting well-being for all at all ages;

e promoting sustained, inclusive and sustainable economic growth, full and productive
employment and decent work for all;

¢ building resilient infrastructure, promoting inclusive and sustainable industrialisation and
fostering innovation;

e reducing inequality; and

e making cities and human settlements inclusive, safe, resilient and sustainable.

PHE’s consideration of the effects of health and quality and life attributable to noise is guided by the
recommendations in the 2018 Environmental Noise Guidelines for the European Region 27
published by the World Health Organization, and informed by high quality systematic reviews of the
scientific evidence 28 *° 31 The scientific evidence on noise and health is rapidly developing, and
PHE’s recommendations are also informed by relevant studies that are judged to be scientifically
robust and consistent with the overall body of evidence.

In line with its mission, PHE believes that Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIP) should
not only limit significant adverse effects, but also explore opportunities to improve the health and
guality of life of local communities and reduce inequalities.

PHE also recognises the developing body of evidence showing that areas of tranquillity offer
opportunities for health benefits through psychological restoration. NSIP applications need to
demonstrate that they have given due consideration to the protection of the existing sound
environment in these areas.

Further, more detailed, guidance on PHE’s scoping advice for noise issues associated with road
schemes is included in Appendix 3.

26 World Health Organisation, Environmental Noise Guidelines for the European Region. 2018.
27 Lercher, P., G. Aasvang, and Y.e. de Kluizenaar, WHO Noise and Health Evidence Reviews.

28 DEFRA, Noise Policy Statement for England. 2010.

2% United Nations. Sustainable Development Goals. 2020 01/06/2020]; Available from:
https://sustainabledevelopment.un.org/?menu=1300.

30 Clark, C., C. Crumpler, and A.H. Notley, Evidence for Environmental Noise Effects on Health for the United Kingdom
Policy Context: A Systematic Review of the Effects of Environmental Noise on Mental Health, Wellbeing, Quality of Life,
Cancer, Dementia, Birth, Reproductive Outcomes, and Cognition. Int J Environ Res Public Health, 2020. 17(2).

31 van Kamp, I., et al., Evidence Relating to Environmental Noise Exposure and Annoyance, Sleep Disturbance, Cardio-
Vascular and Metabolic Health Outcomes in the Context of IGCB (N): A Scoping Review of New Evidence. Int J Environ
Res Public Health, 2020. 17(9).
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Wider Determinants of Health

The World Health Organization (WHQO's) defines health as “a state of complete physical, mental and
social well-being and not merely an absence of disease or infirmity” (WHO, 1948).

The health and wellbeing of an individual or a population is the result of a complex interaction of a
wide range of different determinants of health, from an individual’s genetic make-up, to lifestyles
and behaviours, and the communities, local economy, built and natural environments to global
ecosystem trends. All developments will have some effect on the determinants of health, which in

turn will influence the health and wellbeing of the general population, vulnerable groups and
individual people.

G\_OBN' ECOS YSTE,

faissonpos®

The determinants of
health and well-being
in our neighbourhoods

Barton and Grant32

PHE recognises that evaluating an NSIP’s impacts on health through the wider determinants is
more complex than assessing a project’s direct impacts against clearly defined regulatory
protections. The 2017 EIA Regulations clarify that the likely significant effects of a development
proposal on population and human health must be assessed.

PHE’s expectations are that the proponent of an NSIP will conduct a proportionate and evidence-
based assessment of the anticipated direct and indirect effects on health and wellbeing in line with
the relevant regulatory and policy requirements. Consideration should be given to impacts during
the construction, operation and decommissioning phase of NSIPs. Consideration should be given to

the avoidance or mitigation of any negative impacts, as well as to how the NSIP could be designed
to maximise potential positive benefits.

We accept that the relevance of wider determinants and associated impacts will vary depending on
the nature of the proposed development. PHE has focused its approach on scoping determinants of
health and wellbeing under four themes, which have been derived from an analysis of the wider
determinants of health mentioned in the National Policy Statements.

The four themes are:

- Access

- Traffic and Transport

- Socioeconomic

- Land Use

32 Barton H, Grant M. A health map for the local human habitat. The Journal of the Royal Society for the Promotion of
Health 2006; 126(6): 252-3.
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PHE has developed a list of 21 determinants of health and wellbeing under these four broad
themes. These determinants should be considered within any scoping report and if the applicant
proposes to scope any areas out of the assessment, they should provide clear evidence-based
reasoning and justification. Appendix 2 provides greater detail on the nature of each determinant.

Methodology

PHE will expect assessments to set out the methodology used to assess impacts on each
determinant included in the scope of the assessment. In some instances, the methodologies
described may be established and refer to existing standards and/or guidance. In other instances,
there may be no pre-defined methodology, which can often be the case for the wider determinants
of health; as such there should be an application of a logical evidence based impact assessment
method that:

¢ identifies the temporal and geographic scope of assessment

o identifies affected sensitive receptors (general population and vulnerable populations) to impacts
from the relevant determinant

e establishes the current baseline situation

¢ identifies the NSIP’s potential direct and indirect impacts on each population

o if impacts are identified, evaluates whether the potential effect is likely to be significant in
relation to the affected population

¢ identifies appropriate mitigation to eliminate or minimise impacts or the subsequent effects on
health and inequalities

o identifies opportunities to achieve benefits from the scheme for health and inequalities
considers any in combination or cumulative effects

¢ identifies appropriate monitoring programmes

Currently there is no standard methodology for assessing the population and human health effects
of infrastructure projects, but a number of guides exist, including:
e Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment, 2017: Health in Environmental
Assessment, a primer for a proportionate approach;*
e NHS London Healthy Urban Development Unit (HUDU), 2015. Healthy Urban Planning
Checklist and Rapid Health Impact Assessment Tool;3
e Wales Health Impact Assessment Unit, 2012: HIA a practical guide;*
¢ National Mental Wellbeing Impact Assessment Development Unit 2011: Mental Wellbeing
Impact Assessment Toolkit;3¢
PHE expects assessments to follow best practice from these guides and from methodologies
adopted within other successful health/environmental impacts assessments.

Determining Significant Effects

Neither the EIA regulations nor the National Policy Statements provide a definition of what
constitutes a ‘significant’ effect, and so PHE have derived a list of factors which it will take into
consideration in the assessment of significance of effects, as outlined below. These list of factors
should be read in conjunction with guidance from the above guides.

33

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/316968065 Health in Environmental Impact Assessment a primer for a pro

portionate approach

34 https://www.healthyurbandevelopment.nhs.uk/our-services/delivering-healthy-urban-development/health-impact-

assessment/
35 https://whiasu.publichealthnetwork.cymru/files/1415/0710/5107/HIA Tool Kit V2 WEB.pdf
36 https://q.health.org.uk/document/mental-wellbeing-impact-assessment-a-toolkit-for-wellbeing/
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1. Sensitivity:
Is the population exposed to the NSIP at particular risk from effects on this determinant due to pre-
existing vulnerabilities or inequalities (for example, are there high numbers in the local population of
people who are young, older, with disabilities or long-term conditions, or on a low income)? Will the
NSIP widen existing inequalities or introduce new inequalities in relation to this determinant?

2. Magnitude:
How likely is the impact on this determinant to occur? If likely, will the impact affect a large number
of people / Will the impact affect a large geographic extent? Will the effects be frequent or
continuous? Will the effects be temporary or permanent and irreversible?

3. Cumulative effects:
Will the NSIP’s impacts on this determinant combine with effects from other existing or proposed
NSIPs or large-scale developments in the area, resulting in an overall cumulative effect different to
that of the project alone?
What are the cumulative effects of the impacts of the scheme on communities or populations.
Individual impacts individually may not be significant but in combination may produce an overall
significant effect.

4. Importance:
Is there evidence for the NSIP’s effect on this determinant on health? Is the impact on this
determinant important in the context of national, regional or local policy?

5. Acceptability:
What is the local community’s level of acceptance of the NSIP in relation to this determinant? Do the
local community have confidence that the applicants will promote positive health impacts and
mitigate against negative health effects?

6. Opportunity for mitigation:
If this determinant is included in the scope for the EIA is there an opportunity to enhance any
positive health impacts and/or mitigate any negative health impacts?

Vulnerable Groups

Certain parts of the population may experience disproportionate negative health effects as a result
of a development. Vulnerable populations can be identified through research literature, local
population health data or from the identification of pre-existing health conditions that increase
vulnerability.

The effects on health and wellbeing and health inequalities of the scheme will have particular effect
on vulnerable or disadvantaged populations, including those that fall within the list of protected
characteristics. Some protected groups are more likely to have elevated vulnerability associated
with social and economic disadvantages. Consideration should be given to language or lifestyles
that influence how certain populations are affected by impacts of the proposal, for example non-
English speakers may face barriers to accessing information about the works or expressing their
concerns.

Equality Impact Assessments (EqlA) are used to identify disproportionate effects on Protected
Groups (defined by the Equality Act, 2010), including health effects. The assessments and findings
of the Environmental Statement and the EqlA should be crossed referenced between the two
documents, particularly to ensure the assessment of potential impacts for health and inequalities
and that resulting mitigation measures are mutually supportive.
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The Wales Health Impact Assessment Support Unit (WHIASU), provides a suggested guide to
vulnerable groups

Age related groups

« Children and young people

* Older people

Income related groups

* People on low income

» Economically inactive

* Unemployed/workless

* People who are unable to work due to ill health

Groups who suffer discrimination or other social disadvantage
» People with physical or learning disabilities/difficulties

* Refugee groups

* People seeking asylum

* Travellers

« Single parent families

* Lesbian, gay or transgender people

* Black and minority ethnic groups

* Religious groups

Geographical groups

* People living in areas known to exhibit poor economic and/or health indicators
* People living in isolated/over-populated areas

» People unable to access services and facilities

Mental Health
PHE supports the use of the broad definition of health proposed by the World Health Organisation
(WHO). Mental well-being is fundamental to achieving a healthy, resilient and thriving population. It
underpins healthy lifestyles, physical health, educational attainment, employment and productivity,
relationships, community safety and cohesion and quality of life. NSIP schemes can be of such
scale and nature that they will impact on the over-arching protective factors, which are:

* Enhancing control

* Increasing resilience and community assets

* Facilitating participation and promoting inclusion.

There should be parity between mental and physical health, and any assessment of health impact
should include the appreciation of both. A systematic approach to the assessment of the impacts
on mental health, including suicide, is required. The Mental Well-being Impact Assessment (MWIA)
could be used as a methodology. The assessment should identify vulnerable populations and
provide clear mitigation strategies that are adequately linked to any local services or assets

Perceptions about the proposed scheme may increase the risk of anxiety or health effects by
perceived effects. “Estimation of community anxiety and stress should be included as part of every
risk or impact assessment of proposed plans that involve a potential environmental hazard.

Evidence Base and Baseline Data

Baseline population / community health data (quantitative and qualitative) should be sufficient to
represent current health status and identify areas or groups with poor health or inequalities. This
should provide sufficient information on the physical and mental health and wellbeing and social
determinants of health for the affected populations and any vulnerable groups identified.

A baseline health assessment could include:
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e General population data (including size, density, age, gender, income and employment,
socio-economic status, crime and disorder etc, health status.)

e Environmental information (housing, transport, access to services, provision and access to
green space, tranquillity or sound environment)

¢ Data on behaviour, such as levels of physical activity, smoking, car usage, walking and

cycling

Surveys of local conditions

Local concerns and anxieties (where documented)

Secondary analysis of existing local data

Resident surveys or consultations

Health status, particularly of the population groups already identified as vulnerable and likely

to benefit or be harmed by the proposal. This should include mental health and suicide.

Quiality of life indicators (if available / relevant)

e Local people’s views of the area and of the services provided (community engagement
exercises)

There will be a range of publicly available health data including:
¢ National datasets such as those from the Office of National Statistics,
¢ PHE, including the fingertips data sets,
e Non-governmental organisations,
e Local public health reports, such as the Joint Strategic Needs Assessment and Health and
Wellbeing Strategies;
Consultation with local authorities, including public health teams
¢ Information received through public consultations, including community engagement
exercises

There should be a narrative which interprets the data collected in the context of the project. A list of

tables and data is not sufficient, so the report should consider:

e Are particular groups or vulnerable groups likely to be impacted more than others and is this
clearly described and explained?

¢ What indicators within the current health baseline that are worse than England average/ local
ward or LSOA levels?

¢ What are the levels of inequality in the study area?
What are the potential inequalities in the distribution of impacts?

Mitigation

If the assessment has identified that significant negative effects are likely to occur with respect to
the wider determinants of health, the assessment should include a description of planned mitigation
measures the applicant will implement to avoid or prevent effects on the population.

Mitigation and/or monitoring proposals should be logical, feasible and have a clear governance and
accountability framework indicating who will be responsible for implementation and how this will be
secured during the construction and/or operation of the NSIP.

Any proposed mitigation should have sufficient detail to allow for an assessment of the adequacy of
the proposed mitigation measures.

Positive Benefits from the Scheme

The scale of many NSIP developments will generate the potential for positive impacts on health and
wellbeing; however, delivering such positive health outcomes often requires specific enabling or
enhancement measures. For example, the construction of a new road network to access an NSIP
site may provide an opportunity to improve the active transport infrastructure for the local
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community. PHE expects developments to consider and report on the opportunity and feasibility of
positive impacts. These may be stand alone or be considered as part of the mitigation measures.

Replacement Publicly Accessible Space or Community Assets

The replacement of community assets provides opportunity for positive impacts and the design,
location and operation of the replacement asset should be considered in consultation with user, the
local community and agencies.

Any replacement recreational land, open space or other community assets should be located and
designed to:
¢ Not unreasonably extend journey times or increase transport costs, or result in too many
people being prevented from travelling sustainably due to unsuitable walking or cycling
routes.
e Ensure that accessibility planning has been properly taken into account and that the
proposal will not adversely impact on disadvantaged groups.
o Meet identified community needs which may go beyond direct replacement but can be
reasonably incorporated
e Provide acceptable recreational amenity, including noise environment, for outdoor spaces
associated with the individual community facilities
e The design of the sites should be carried out in consultation with the local community. It
should incorporate features and designs to enable access and use across the life course.
e The PEIR should contain sufficient detail regarding the location and design in order to
determine the acceptability of the replacement facilities.
¢ Quality, quantity and accessibility should be determined against defined criteria agreed with
stakeholders. The following evidence based assessment tools should be considered:

The quality of the provision of replacement green space should be assessed, for example by the
use of:

Building with Nature - There are 6 wellbeing standards, which are:
e Accessible

Inclusive

Seasonal enjoyment

Locally relevant

Socially sustainable

Distinctive

The ANGSt standards address amount, access and quality

The ORVaL tool - This tool works on areas that are currently publicly accessible and looks at
welfare values for this area. The site functionality allows users to investigate how altering the land
cover, features or the area of existing recreation sites will change usage and welfare values. This
allows a comparison between existing and the proposed sites. Contact should be made with the
ORVaLl team to establish the functionality of the tool relevant to the DCO and interpretation of the
findings®’.

Green Flag Award- a robust framework for assessing the quality of public green spaces of all types
and sizes.

37 https://www.leep.exeter.ac.uk/orval/pdf-reports/ORVal2 User Guide.pdf
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Employment

NSIP schemes have the potential to negatively impact through the relocation or loss of local
businesses. Equally they can offer an opportunity for new business activity and employment both at
the construction stage and operation of the development approved by the DCO.

There is clear evidence that good work improves health and wellbeing across people’s lives and
protects against social exclusion. Conversely, unemployment is bad for health and wellbeing, as it is
associated with an increased risk of mortality and morbidity. For many individuals, in particular those
with long-term conditions such as mental health problems, musculoskeletal (MSK) conditions and
disabilities, health issues can be a barrier to gaining and retaining employment. Employment rates
are lowest among disabled people, with only 51.3% in work, meaning there is a substantial
employment rate gap in the UK between disabled and non-disabled people (81.4% in employment).
Among these working age disabled people in the UK, 54% have a mental health or MSK condition
as their main health condition®8. Enabling people with health issues to obtain or retain work, and be
productive within the workplace, is a crucial part of the economic success and wellbeing of every
community and industry.

It is important that people are supported to gain employment and maintain economic independence
for themselves and their families, especially as they age. This is of particular importance for
individuals with long-term conditions and disabilities, due to the barriers they face in gaining
employment and retaining a job.

Where relevant any assessments should include:
e The impact of business relocation in order to identify the likely level of job losses within the
study area
e The proposed support mechanisms to be established for business owners and employees
e A clear strategy and action plan that addresses barriers to employment within the local
population and those that cease employment due to the DCO.

Compulsory Purchase

NSIP schemes can involve the compulsory acquisition of property from land take. Mitigation will
involve supporting home-owners and tenants in understanding and utilising the compensation and
support offered through the compensation policies.

The impacts from compulsory acquisition of land and property can affect health and wellbeing,
including mental health, for example from home, school and employment relocation and loss of
employment. This will be particularly relevant to sensitive receptors within communities, many of
which will form part of the private rented sector.

Compensation and support can be an important element of mitigation, but developers should
consider opportunities to work through partners and local Voluntary, Community and Social
Enterprise (VCSE) organisations. These organisations offer the potential for engagement with
vulnerable groups and may gain greater acceptance by the wider community.

Any compulsory purchase support schemes should ensure sufficient competency in public health,
including public mental health, in order to help support local communities. The aim would be to
establish a workforce that is confident, competent and committed to:

e promote good physical and mental health across the population

o prevent mental iliness and suicide

38 pPHE (Jan 2019). Guidance - Health matters: health and work
(https://publichealthmatters.blog.gov.uk/2019/01/31/health-matters-health-and-work/)
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e improve the quality and length of life of people living within affected communities

The Public mental health leadership and workforce development framework®® published by PHE
offers a skills framework for the wider public health workforce. As well as the competences in this
framework. Health Education England (HEE) have published a course content guide entitled Public
Mental Health Content Guide For introductory courses or professional development in mental health
and wellbeing*.

Monitoring

PHE expects an assessment to include consideration of the need for monitoring and the ES should
clearly state the principles on which the monitoring strategy has been established, including
monitoring in response to unforeseen impacts or effects.

It may be appropriate to undertake monitoring where:

e Critical assumptions have been made in the absence of supporting evidence or data

e There is uncertainty about whether significant negative effects are likely to occur and it
would be appropriate to include planned monitoring measures to track their presence, scale
and nature.

e There is uncertainty about the potential success of mitigation measures

e |t is necessary to track the nature of the impact or effect and provide useful and timely
feedback that would allow action to be taken should negative effects occur

The monitoring strategy should set out:
¢ Monitoring methodologies
e Data sources, particularly if being obtained from third parties or open access data
e Assessment methods
e Publication methodology
e Reporting frequency
e Temporal and geographic scope

For very large controversial schemes it may be worth considering the need to have an independent
organisation undertake / report on the monitoring and the need for academic robustness.

Community Based Reports

Large complex schemes that involve significant effects on communities or significant cumulative
effects can benefit from identifying impacts and reporting at an individual community level. This
assists in the identification of the overall potential effects across a range of impacts. These
community level reports will also aid local communities to engage with consultations by providing
relevant and accessible information.

How to contact PHE
If you wish to contact us regarding an existing or potential NSIP application please email:
nsipconsultations@phe.gov.uk

39 pyblic mental health leadership and workforce development framework - Confidence, competence, commitment. PHE

(2015)

40 pyplic Mental Health Content Guide for introductory courses or professional development in mental

health and wellbeing. Health education England

V1.0 March 2021



Appendix 2
Table 1 — Wider determinants of health and wellbeing

Health and wellbeing themes

Access ‘ Traffic and Transport ‘ Socioeconomic Land Use
Wider determinants of health and wellbeing
Access to : o Accessibility. o Employment e Land use in urban

e local public and key
services and
facilities.

¢ Good quality
affordable housing.

¢ Healthy affordable
food.

e The natural
environment.

e The natural
environment within
the urban
environment.

e Leisure, recreation
and physical
activities within the
urban and natural

e Access to/by public
transport.

e Opportunities for
access by cycling
and walking.

e Links between
communities.

¢ Community
severance.

e Connections to
jobs.

e Connections to
services, facilities
and leisure
opportunities.

opportunities,
including training
opportunities.

e Local business
activity.

e Regeneration.

e Tourism and
leisure industries.

o Community/social
cohesions and
access to social
networks.

o Community
engagement.

and/or /rural
settings.

¢ Quality of Urban
and natural
environments

environments.

1) Access

a.

Access to local, public and key services and facilities

Access to local facilities can increase mobility and social participation. Body mass
index is significantly associated with access to facilities, including factors such as the
mix and density of facilities in the area. The distance to facilities has no or only a small
effect on walking and other physical activities. Access to recreational facilities can
increase physical activity, especially walking for recreation, reduce body weight,
reduce the risk of high blood pressure, and reduce the number of vehicle trips, the
distances travelled and greenhouse gas emissions.

Local services include health and social care, education, employment, and leisure and
recreation. Local facilities include community centres, shops, banks/credit unions and
Post Offices. Services and facilities can be operated by the public, private and/or
voluntary sectors. Access to services and facilities is important to both physical and
mental health and wellbeing. Access is affected by factors such as availability,
proximity to people’s place of residence, existence of transport services or active
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travel infrastructure to the location of services and facilities, and the quality of services
and facilities.

The construction or operation of an NSIP can affect access adversely: it may increase
demand and therefore reduce availability for the existing community; during
construction, physical accessibility may be reduced due to increased traffic and/or the
blockage of or changes to certain travel routes. It is also possible that some local
services and facilities are lost due to the land-take needed for the NSIP.

Conversely if new routes are built or new services or facilities provided the NSIP may
increase access. NSIPs relating to utilities such as energy and water can maintain,
secure or increase access to those utilities, and thereby support health and wellbeing.

Access to good-quality affordable housing

Housing refurbishment can lead to an improvement in general health and reduce
health inequalities. Housing improvements may also benefit mental health. The
provision of diverse forms and types of housing is associated with increased physical
activity. The provision of affordable housing is strongly associated with improved
safety perceptions in the neighbourhood, particularly among people from low-income
groups. For vulnerable groups, the provision of affordable housing can lead to
improvements in social, behavioural and health related outcomes. For some people
with long term conditions, the provision of secure and affordable housing can increase
engagement with healthcare services, which can lead to improved health-related
outcomes. The provision of secure and affordable housing can also reduce
engagement in risky health-related behaviours. For people who are homeless, the
provision of affordable housing increases engagement with healthcare services,
improves quality of life and increases employment, and contributes to improving
mental health.

Access to housing meets a basic human need, although housing of itself is not
necessarily sufficient to support health and wellbeing: it is also important that the
housing is of good quality and affordable. Factors affecting the quality of housing
include energy efficiency (eg effective heating, insulation), sanitation and hygiene (eg
toilet and bathroom), indoor air quality including ventilation and the presence of damp
and/or mould, resilience to climate change, and overcrowding. The affordability of
housing is important because for many people, especially people on a low income,
housing will be the largest monthly expense; if the cost of housing is high, people may
not be able to meet other needs such as the need for heating in winter or food. Some
proposals for NSIPs include the provision of housing, which could be beneficial for the
health and wellbeing of the local population. It is also possible that some housing will
be subject to a compulsory purchase order due to the land-take needed for an NSIP.

Access to affordable healthy food

Access to healthy food is related to the provision of public and active transport
infrastructure and the location and proximity of outlets selling healthier food such as
fruit and vegetables. For the general population, increased access to healthy,
affordable food through a variety of outlets (shops, supermarkets, farmers' markets
and community gardens) is associated with improved dietary behaviours, including
attitudes towards healthy eating and food purchasing behaviour, and improved adult
weight. Increased access to unhealthier food retail outlets is associated with
increased weight in the general population and increased obesity and unhealthy
eating behaviours among children living in low-income areas. Urban agriculture can
improve attitudes towards healthier food and increase fruit and vegetable
consumption.
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Factors affecting access to healthy affordable food include whether it is readily
available from local shops, supermarkets, markets or delivery schemes and/or there
are opportunities to grow food in local allotments or community gardens. People in
environments where there is a high proportion of fast food outlets may not have easy
access to healthy affordable food.

Access to the natural environment

Availability of and access to safe open green space is associated with increased
physical activity across a variety of behaviours, social connectedness, childhood
development, reduced risk of overweight and obesity and improved physical and
mental health outcomes. While the quantity of green space in a neighbourhood helps
to promote physical activity and is beneficial to physical health, eg lower rates of
mortality from cardiovascular disease and respiratory disease in men, the availability
of green environments is likely to contribute more to mental health than to physical
health: the prevalence of some disease clusters, particularly anxiety and depression,
is lower in living environments which have more green space within a 1-km radius.

The proximity, size, type, quality, distribution, density and context of green space are
also important factors. Quality of green space may be a better predictor of health than
guantity, and any type of green space in a neighbourhood does not necessarily act as
a venue for, or will encourage, physical activity. 'Walkable' green environments are
important for better health, and streetscape greenery is as strongly related to self-
reported health as green areas. Residents in deprived areas are more likely to
perceive access to green space as difficult, to report poorer safety, to visit the green
space less frequently and to have lower levels of physical activity. The benefits to
health and wellbeing of blue space include lower psychological distress.

The natural environment includes the landscape, waterscape and seascape. Factors
affecting access include the proximity of the natural environment to people’s place of
residence, the existence of public transport services or active travel infrastructure to
the natural environment, the quality of the natural environment and feelings of safety
in the natural environment. The construction of an NSIP may be an opportunity to
provide green and/or blue infrastructure in the local area. It is also possible that green
or blue infrastructure will be lost due to the land-take needed for the NSIP.

Access to the natural environment within the urban environment

Public open spaces are key elements of the built environment. Ecosystem services
through the provision of green infrastructure are as important as other types of urban
infrastructure. It supports physical, psychological and social health, although the
quality, perceptions of safety and accessibility of green space affects its use. Safe
parks may be particularly important for promoting physical activity among urban
adolescents. Proximity to urban green space and an increased proportion of green
space are associated with decreased treatment of anxiety/mood disorders, the
benefits deriving from both participation in usable green space near to home and
observable green space in the neighbourhood. Urban agriculture may increase
opportunities for physical activity and social connections.

A view of 'greenery’ or of the sea moderates the annoyance response to noise. Water
is associated with positive perceptive experiences in urban environments, with
benefits for health such as enhanced contemplation, emotional bonding, participation
and physical activity. Increasing biodiversity in urban environments, however, may
promote the introduction of vector or host organisms for infectious pathogens, eg
green connectivity may potentiate the role of rats and ticks in the spread of disease,
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and bodies of water may provide habitats for mosquitoes.

The natural environment within the urban environment includes the provision of green
and blue space in towns and cities. Factors involved in access include the proximity of
the green and/or blue space to people’s place of residence, the existence of transport
services or active travel infrastructure to the green and/or blue space, the quality of
the green and/or blue space and feelings of safety when using the green and/or blue
space. The construction of an NSIP may be an opportunity to provide green and/or
blue infrastructure in the local urban environment. It is also possible that green or blue
infrastructure in the urban environment will be lost due to the land-take needed for the
NSIP.

f.  Access to leisure, recreation and physical activity opportunities within the urban and
natural environments.
Access to recreational opportunities, facilities and services is associated with risk
factors for long-term disease; it can increase physical activity, especially walking for
recreation, reduce body mass index and overweight and obesity, reduce the risk of
high blood pressure, and reduce the number of vehicle trips, the distances travelled
and greenhouse gas emissions. It can also enhance social connectedness. Children
tend to play on light-traffic streets, whereas outdoor activities are less common on
high-traffic streets. A perception of air pollution can be a barrier to participating in
outdoor physical activity*!. However, the health co-benefits from physical activity
outweigh the adverse effects of air pollution. There is a positive association between
urban agriculture and increased opportunities for physical activity and social
connectivity. Gardening in an allotment setting can result in many positive physical
and mental health-related outcomes. Exercising in the natural environment can have a
positive effect on mental wellbeing when compared with exercising indoors.

Leisure and recreation opportunities include opportunities that are both formal, such
as belonging to a sports club, and informal, such as walking in the local park or wood.
Physical activity opportunities include routine activity as part of daily life, such as
walking or cycling to work, and activity as part of leisure or recreation, such as playing
football. The construction of an NSIP may enhance the opportunities available for
leisure and recreation and physical activity through the provision of new or improved
travel routes, community infrastructure and/or green or blue space. Conversely,
construction may reduce access through the disruption of travel routes to leisure,
recreation and physical activity opportunities.

2) Traffic and Transport

a. Accessibility
Walkability, regional accessibility, pavements and bike facilities are positively
associated with physical activity and negatively related to body weight and high blood
pressure, and reduce the number of vehicle trips, the distances travelled and
greenhouse gas emissions. Body mass index is associated with street network
accessibility and slope variability.

Accessibility in relation to transport and travel has several aspects including whether
potential users can gain physical access to the infrastructure and access to the

41 Annear, M., Keeling, S., Wilkinson, T., Cushman, G., Gidlow, B., & Hopkins, H. (2014). Environmental influences on
healthy and active ageing: A systematic review. Ageing & Society, 34 (4), 590-622. Available at

https://www.academia.edu/34314864/Environmental influences on healthy and active ageing a systematic review
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services the infrastructure provides. The design and operation of transport
infrastructure and the associated services should take account of the travel needs of
all potential users including people with limited mobility. People whose specific needs
should be considered include pregnant women, older people, children and young
people and people with a disability. Other aspects of transport infrastructure affecting
accessibility include safety and affordability, both of which will affect people’s ability to
travel to places of employment and/or key local services and facilities and/or access
their social networks.

b. Access to/ by public transport
Provision of high-quality public transport is associated with higher levels of active
travel among children and among people commuting to work, with a decrease in the
use of private cars. Combining public transport with other forms of active travel can
improve cardiovascular fitness. Innovative or new public transport interventions may
need to be marketed and promoted differently to different groups of transport users,
eg by emphasising novelty to car users while ensuring that the new system is seen by
existing users as coherently integrated with existing services.

Transport facilitates access to other services, facilities and amenities important to
health and wellbeing. Public transport is any transport open to members of the public
including bus, rail and taxi services operated by the public, private or community
sectors. For people who do not have access to private transport, access to public
transport is important as the main agency of travel especially for journeys >1 mile.
Access to public transport is not sufficient, however, and access by public transport
needs to be taken into account: public transport services should link places where
people live with the destinations they need or want to visit such as places of
employment, education and healthcare, shops, banks and leisure facilities. Other
aspects of access to public transport include affordability, safety, frequency and
reliability of services.

c. Opportunities for / access by cycling & walking
Walking and cycling infrastructure can enhance street connectivity, helping to reduce
perceptions of long-distance trips and providing alternative routes for active travel.
Awareness of air pollution could be a barrier to participating in active travel, however
those that choose to walk or cycle often experience lower exposure to pollution, and
create less pollution than those in vehicles*.Prioritising pedestrians and cyclists
through changes in physical infrastructure can have positive behavioural and health
outcomes, such as physical activity, mobility and cardiovascular outcomes. The
provision and proximity of active transport infrastructure is also related to other long-
term disease risk factors, such as access to healthy food, social connectedness and
air quality.

Perceived or objective danger may also have an adverse effect on cycling and
walking, both of which activities decrease with increasing traffic volume and speed,
and cycling for leisure decreases as local traffic density increases. Health gains from
active travel policies outweigh the adverse effects of road traffic incidents. New
infrastructure to promote cycling, walking and the use of public transport can increase
the time spent cycling on the commute to work, and the overall time spent commuting
among the least-active people. Active travel to work or school can be associated with
body mass index and weight, and may reduce cardiovascular risk factors and improve
cardiovascular outcomes. The distance of services from cycle paths can have an
adverse effect on cycling behaviour, whereas mixed land use, higher densities and

42 Defra 2019, Clean Air Strategy 2019. Available at https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/clean-air-strategy-2019
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reduced distances to non-residential destinations promote transportation walking.

d. Links between communities
Social connectedness can be enhanced by the provision of public and active transport
infrastructure and the location of employment, amenities, facilities and services.

e. Community severance
In neighbourhoods with high volumes of traffic, the likelihood of people knowing and
trusting neighbours is reduced.

f.  Connections to jobs

The location of employment opportunities and the provision of public and active
transportation infrastructure are associated with risk factors for long-term disease
such as physical activity. Good pedestrian and cycling infrastructure can promote
commuting physical activity. Improved transport infrastructure has the potential to shift
the population distribution of physical activity in relation to commuting, although a
prerequisite may be a supportive social environment. Mixed land use, higher densities
and reduced distances to non-residential destinations promote transportation walking.

The ease of access to employment, shops and services including the provision of
public and active transport are important considerations and schemes should take any
opportunity to improve infrastructure to promote cycling, walking and the use of public
transport

g. Connections to services, facilities and leisure opportunities
Mixed land use, higher densities and reduced distances to non-residential
destinations promote transportation walking. Access to recreational opportunities and
the location of shops and services are associated with risk factors for long-term
disease such as physical activity, access to healthy food and social connectedness.
Increased distance of services from cycle paths can have an adverse effect on cycling
behaviour.

3) Socio Economic

a. Employment opportunities including training opportunities
Employment is generally good for physical and mental health and well-being, and
worklessness is associated with poorer physical and mental health and well-being.
Work can be therapeutic and can reverse the adverse health effects of unemployment
for healthy people of working age, many disabled people, most people with common
health problems and social security beneficiaries. Account must be taken of the nature
and quality of work and its social context and jobs should be safe and
accommodating. Overall, the beneficial effects of work outweigh the risks of work and
are greater than the harmful effects of long-term unemployment or prolonged sickness
absence. Employment has a protective effect on depression and general mental
health.

Transitions from unemployment to paid employment can reduce the risk of distress
and improve mental health, whereas transitions into unemployment are
psychologically distressing and detrimental to mental health. The mental health
benefits of becoming employed are also dependent on the psychosocial quality of the
job, including level of control, demands, complexity, job insecurity and level of pay:
transition from unemployment to a high-quality job is good for mental health, whereas
transition from unemployment to a low-quality job is worse for mental health than
being unemployed. For people receiving social benefits, entry into paid employment
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can improve quality of life and self-rated health (physical, mental, social) within a short
time-frame. For people receiving disability benefits, transition into employment can
improve mental and physical health. For people with mental health needs, entry into
employment reduces the use of mental health services.

For vocational rehabilitation of people with severe mental illness (SMI), Supported
Employment is more effective than Pre-vocational Training in helping clients obtain
competitive employment; moreover, clients in Supported Employment earn more and
work more hours per month than those in Pre-vocational Training.

Local Business Activity

It is important to demonstrate how a proposed development will contribute to ensuring
the vitality of town centres. Schemes should consider the impact on local employment,
promote beneficial competition within and between town centres, and create
attractive, diverse places where people want to live, visit and work

In rural areas the applicant should assess the impact of the proposals on a
prosperous rural economy, demonstrate how they will support the sustainable growth
and expansion of all types of business and enterprise in rural areas, promoting the
development and diversification of agricultural and other land based rural businesses.

Regeneration

Following rebuilding and housing improvements in deprived neighbourhoods, better
housing conditions are associated with better health behaviours; allowing people to
remain in their neighbourhood during demolition and rebuilding is more likely to
stimulate life-changing improvements in health behaviour than in people who are
relocated. The partial demolition of neighbourhoods does not appear to affect
residents' physical or mental health. Mega-events, such as the Olympic Games, often
promoted on the basis of their potential legacy for regeneration, appear to have only a
short-term impact on mental health.

Tourism and Leisure Industries

The applicant should assess the impact of the proposed development on retail,
leisure, commercial, office, tourism, cultural, community and residential development
needed in town centres. In rural locations assessment and evaluation of potential
impacts on sustainable rural tourism and leisure developments that benefit
businesses in rural areas, communities and visitors should be undertaken.

Community / social cohesion and access to social networks

The location of employment, shops and services, provision of public and active
transport infrastructure and access to open space and recreational opportunities are
associated with social connectedness. Access to local amenities can increase social
participation. Neighbourhoods that are more walkable can increase social capital.
Urban agriculture can increase opportunities for social connectivity. Infrastructure
developments, however, can affect the quality of life of communities living in the
vicinity, mediated by substantial community change, including feelings of threat and
anxiety, which can lead to psychosocial stress and intra-community conflict.

Community engagement

Public participation can improve environmental impact assessments, thereby
increasing the total welfare of different interest groups in the community. Infrastructure
development may be more acceptable to communities if it involves substantial public
participation.
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4) Land Use

a. Land use in urban and / or rural settings
Land-use mix including infrastructure:
Land use affects health not only by shaping the built environment, but also through
the balance of various types of infrastructure including transport. Vulnerable groups in
the population are disproportionately affected by decisions about land use, transport
and the built environment. Land use and transport policies can result in negative
health impacts due to low physical activity levels, sedentary behaviours, road traffic
incidents, social isolation, air pollution, noise and heat. Mixed land use can increase
both active travel and physical activity. Transportation walking is related to land-use
mix, density and distance to non-residential destinations; recreational walking is
related to density and mixed use. Using modelling, if land-use density and diversity
are increased, there is a shift from motorised transport to cycling, walking and the use
of public transport with consequent health gain from a reduction in long-term
conditions including diabetes, cardiovascular disease and respiratory disease.

b. Quality of urban and natural environments
Long-term conditions such as cardiovascular disease, diabetes, obesity, asthma and
depression can be moderated by the built environment. People in neighbourhoods
characterised by high ‘walkability’ walk more than people in neighbourhoods with low
‘walkability’ irrespective of the land-use mix. In neighbourhoods associated with high
‘walkability’ there is an increase in physical activity and social capital, a reduction in
overweight and blood pressure, and fewer reports of depression and of alcohol abuse.
The presence of walkable land uses, rather than their equal mixture, relates to a
healthy weight. Transportation walking is at its highest levels in neighbourhoods
where the land-use mix includes residential, retail, office, health, welfare and
community, and entertainment, culture and recreation land uses; recreational walking
is at its highest levels when the land-use mix includes public open space, sporting
infrastructure and primary and rural land uses. Reduced levels of pollution and street
connectivity increase participation in physical activity.

Good-quality street lighting and traffic calming can increase pedestrian activity, while
traffic calming reduces the risk of pedestrian injury. 20-mph zones and limits are
effective at reducing the incidence of road traffic incidents and injuries, while good-
quality street lighting may prevent them. Public open spaces within neighbourhoods
encourage physical activity, although the physical activity is dependent on different
aspects of open space, such as proximity, size and quality. Improving the quality of
urban green spaces and parks can increase visitation and physical activity levels.

Living in a neighbourhood overlooking public areas can improve mental health, and
residential greenness can reduce the risk of cardiovascular mortality. Crime and
safety issues in a neighbourhood affect both health status and mental health. Despite
the complexity of the relationship, the presence of green space has a positive effect
on crime, and general environmental improvements may reduce the fear of crime.
Trees can have a cooling effect on the environment — an urban park is cooler than a
non-green site. Linking road infrastructure planning and green infrastructure planning
can produce improved outcomes for both, including meeting local communities'
landscape sustainability objectives.
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Appendix 3

NSIP National Networks — Road schemes (scoping stage)

Public Health England Generic Response: Noise and Public Health
Guiding principles

Public Health England’s mission is to protect and improve the nation’s health and wellbeing and
reduce health inequalities. Environmental noise can cause stress and disturb sleep, which over the
long term can lead to a number of adverse health outcomes [1, 2]. The Noise Policy Statement for
England (NPSE) [3] sets out the government's overall policy on noise. Its aims are to:

e avoid significant adverse impacts on health and quality of life;

¢ mitigate and minimise adverse impacts on health and quality of life; and

e contribute to the improvement of health and quality of life.

These aims should be applied within a broader context of sustainable development, where noise is
considered alongside other economic, social and environmental factors. PHE expects such factors
may include [4]:
e Ensuring healthy lives and promoting well-being for all at all ages;
e promoting sustained, inclusive and sustainable economic growth, full and productive
employment and decent work for all;
¢ building resilient infrastructure, promoting inclusive and sustainable industrialisation and
fostering innovation;
¢ reducing inequality; and
e making cities and human settlements inclusive, safe, resilient and sustainable.

PHE’s consideration of the effects of health and quality and life attributable to noise is guided by the
recommendations in the 2018 Environmental Noise Guidelines for the European Region [1]
published by the World Health Organization, and informed by high quality systematic reviews of the
scientific evidence [2, 5, 6]. The scientific evidence on noise and health is rapidly developing, and
PHE'’s recommendations are also informed by relevant studies that are judged to be scientifically
robust and consistent with the overall body of evidence.

In line with its mission, PHE believes that Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (NSIP) should
not only limit significant adverse effects, but also explore opportunities to improve the health and
quality of life of local communities and reduce inequalities.

PHE also recognises the developing body of evidence showing that areas of tranquillity offer
opportunities for health benefits through psychological restoration. NSIP applications need to
demonstrate that they have given due consideration to the protection of the existing sound
environment in these areas.

Significance of Impacts

Determining significance of impacts is an essential element of an Environmental Impact
Assessment, and therefore significance needs to be clearly defined at the earliest opportunity by the
Applicant. PHE recommends that the definition of significance is discussed and agreed with relevant
stakeholders, including local authority environmental health and public health teams and local
community representatives, through a documented consultation process. PHE recommends that
any disagreement amongst stakeholders on the methodology for defining significance is
acknowledged in the planning application documentation and could inform additional sensitivity
analyses.

For noise exposure, PHE expects assessments of significance to be closely linked to the associated

impacts on health and quality of life, and not on noise exposure per se (in line with the NPSE). The
latest revision of the Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) Table 3.49 LA111 [7] includes

V1.0 March 2021



proposed values for the Lowest Observable Adverse Effect Level (LOAEL) and Significant
Observable Adverse Effect Level (SOAEL)43 for operational noise, and these values are likely to
inform judgements on significance of impact. Whilst DMRB does not explicitly reference the
underpinning evidence that informed these numbers, the night time LOAEL and SOAEL of 40 dB
Lnight (outside, free-field) and 55 dB Lnight (outside, free-field) respectively, correspond to the
guideline value and interim target proposed in the WHO Night Noise Guidelines (2009) [8]. The
Night Noise Guidelines emphasized that the interim target was “not a health-based limit value by
itself. Vulnerable groups cannot be protected at this level”.

The daytime SOAEL of 68 dB LA10,18hr (facade) appears to be derived from the relative noise
level in the Noise Insulation Regulations (NIR) [9], which is linked to the provision of enhanced
noise insulation for new highway infrastructure. The NIR does not explicitly refer to the underpinning
evidence on which the relevant noise level is based, and there is a lack of good quality evidence
linking noise exposure expressed in the LA10 metric to health effects. Therefore, it is helpful to
convert these levels to Lden and LAeq,16hr metrics, which are more widely used in the noise and
health literature. Assuming motorway traffic, a level of 68 dB LA10,18hr (fagcade) is approximately
equivalent to 44 free-field outdoor levels of 69dB Lden (or45 64LAeq,16hr). The corresponding
internal noise levels are46 approximately 54dB LAeq,16hr (open windows), 48dB LAeq,16hr (tilted
windows) and 36dB LAeq,16hr (closed windows).

For construction noise the latest revision of the DMRB makes reference to Section E3.2 and Table
E.1 in Annex E (informative) of BS 5228-1:2009+A1:2014 [10] for the definition of SOAELs. Table
E.1 of BS 5228-1:2009+A1:2014 provides examples of threshold values in three categories, based
on existing ambient values. Threshold values are higher when ambient noise levels are higher.
Daytime (07:00-19:00, weekdays) thresholds can be traced back to principles promoted by the
Wilson Committee in 1963 [11]: “Noise from construction and demolition sites should not exceed the
level at which conversation in the nearest building would be difficult with the windows shut.” The
Wilson committee also recommended that “Noisy work likely to cause annoyance locally should not
be permitted between 22.00 hours and 07.00 hours.” BS 5228 states that these principles have
been expanded over time to include a suite of noise levels covering the whole day/week period
taking into account the varying sensitivities through these periods.

With reference to the noise exposure hierarchy table in the Planning Practice Guidance (Noise) [14],
PHE is not aware of good quality scientific evidence that links specific noise levels to
behavioural/attitudinal changes in the general population. Reactions to noise at an individual level
are strongly confounded by personal, situational and environmental non-acoustic factors [16, 17],
and large inter-personal variations are observed in the reaction of a population to a particular noise
level [18-21]. For these reasons PHE is not able to provide evidence-based general
recommendations for SOAELSs that are able to achieve the aims and objectives of the Noise Policy
Statement for England and the Planning Practice Guidance on noise. DMRB allows for project
specific LOAELs and SOAELSs to be defined if necessary, and PHE recommends that for each
scheme the Applicant gives careful consideration of the following:
e The existing noise exposure of affected communities — in particular, consideration of any
designated Noise Important Areas identified in proximity to the scheme;
e The size of the population affected — for example an effect may be deemed significant if a
large number of people are exposed to a relatively small noise change;

43 As defined in the Noise Policy Statement for England [3] and the Planning Practice Guidance [14].

44 Using equation 4.16 from [22], assuming free-field levels; Laio,1snr (free-field) = Laio1snr (facade) — 2.5dB(A)
as per CRTN [13].

45 Using conversion factors in para. 2.2.13 Transport Analysis Guidance (TAG) Unit A3 [15]

46 Using external — internal level differences reported by Locher et al. (2018) [12], based on measurements at

102 dwellings in Switzerland in 2016.
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The relative change in number and type of vehicle pass-bys;

¢ Changes in the temporal distribution of noise during day/evening/night, or between
weekdays and weekends;

e Soundscape and tranquillity, in particular the value that communities put on the lack of
environmental noise in their area, or conversely, on the lack of public areas within walking
distance that are relatively free from environmental noise;

o Opportunities for respite (predictable periods of relief from noise), either spatially or
temporally;

¢ Cumulative exposure to other environmental risk factors, including other sources of noise
and air pollution,

o Local health needs, sensitivities and objectives.

The WHO Environmental Noise Guidelines (2018) do not define LOAELSs for environmental noise
sources, partly because the scientific evidence suggests that there is no clear threshold where
adverse impacts on health and quality of life cease to occur in the general population. Based on the
systematic reviews that informed the 2018 WHO Environmental Noise Guidelines [2], the daytime
operational noise LOAEL quoted in DMRB is equivalent to approximately 8% of the population
Highly Annoyed47, and the night time LOAEL is equivalent to approximately 2% of the population
Highly Sleep Disturbed48. Therefore, the impact assessment should acknowledge that adverse
health effects will occur beyond the assessment threshold (LOAEL). PHE recommends that the
Applicant explains what its chosen SOAELSs for a specific scheme mean in population health terms
in a similar fashion.

PHE does not believe that the current scientific evidence supports the maodification of SOAELs and
UAELSs based on the existing noise insulation specification of residential dwellings, and in particular
whether enhanced sound insulation avoids significant adverse effects on health and quality of life.
See also sections on Mitigation and Step Changes in Noise Exposure.

Health Outcomes

PHE encourages the applicant to present noise exposure data in terms of the Lden metric (in
addition to Leq and L10), to facilitate interpretation by a broad range of stakeholders. This is
because most recent scientific evidence on the health effects of environmental noise is presented in
terms of Lden [1, 5, 6]. PHE believes that quantifying the health impacts associated with noise
exposure and presenting them in health-based metrics allows decision makers to make more
informed decisions.

For transportation sources, PHE recommends the quantification of health outcomes using the
methodology agreed by the Interdepartmental Group on Costs and Benefits - Noise subgroup
[IGCB(N) [23] (currently under review)), and more recent systematic reviews [1, 5, 6]. PHE believes
there is sufficient evidence to quantify the following health outcomes: long-term annoyance, sleep
disturbance, ischaemic heart disease (IHD), and potentially stroke49 and diabetes50. Effects can be
expressed in terms of number of people affected, number of disease cases, and Disability Adjusted
Life Years (DALYs). THE IGCB(N) guidance can also be used to translate these effects into
monetary terms.

47 55 dB Laio1snr (fagade) is approximately equal to 57 dB Lden (free-field), assuming motorway traffic [13, 22]. Applying the
exposure-response function presented in Guski et al., 2017 [19] for road traffic noise and annoyance (excluding Alpine
and Asian studies), approximately 8% of a population is highly annoyed at 57 dB Len.
48 Applying the exposure-response function presented in Basner et al., 2018 [20] for road traffic noise and sleep
disturbance gives the result that approximately 2% of a population is highly sleep disturbed at 40 dB Light.
49 A literature review commissioned by Defra [6] identified nine longitudinal studies on road traffic noise and incidence of
stroke, and eight longitudinal studies on road traffic noise and stroke mortality.
50 A literature review commissioned by Defra [6] identified four longitudinal studies on road traffic noise and incidence of
diabetes.
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Some health outcomes, namely annoyance and self-reported sleep disturbance, can be influenced
by the local context and situation. In these cases, it would be preferable to use exposure-response
functions (ERFs) derived in a local context. However, PHE is not aware of any ERFs for road traffic
being available for a UK context from data gathered in the last two decades. Therefore, in PHE’s
view the ERFs presented in the WHO-commissioned systematic reviews offer a good foundation for
appraisal of the health effects associated with road traffic noise [2]. For annoyance, the average
curve derived excluding Alpine and Asian studies may be considered more transferable to a UK
context. For metabolic outcomes, no ERF was published in the WHO ENG 2018. A recent meta-
analysis of five cohort studies of road traffic noise and incidence of diabetes was reported by
Vienneau in 2019 [24].

Where schemes have the potential to impact a large number of people, PHE expects the Applicant
to carry out literature scoping reviews to ensure that the most robust and up-to-date scientific
evidence is being used to quantify adverse effects attributable to the Scheme.

PHE expects to see a clear outline of the steps taken to arrive at the final judgement of significance
based on these health outcomes, including a description of local circumstances and modifiers
anticipated, and how reasonably foreseeable changes in these circumstances will be dealt with
during the assessment process.

Identification and Consideration of Receptors
The identification of noise sensitive receptors in proximity to the proposed scheme - or route options
- is essential in providing a full assessment of potential impacts. Examples of noise sensitive
receptors include but are not limited to:

¢ Noise Important Areas

e Residential areas

e Schools, hospitals and care homes

e Community green and blue spaces and areas valued for their tranquillity, such as local and

national parks
e Public Rights of Way (PRoWSs)

Noise Important Areas (NIAs) are areas with the highest levels of noise exposure at a national level
and as such require very careful consideration in terms of protection from increased noise levels as
well as opportunities for noise mitigation that can lead to an improvement in health and quality of
life. DMRB requires a list of noise mitigation measures that the project will deliver in Noise Important
Areas. PHE supports this requirement - new development should offer an opportunity to reduce the
health burden of existing transport infrastructure, particularly for those worst affected. PHE would
encourage this approach to extend beyond NIAs, in line with the third aim of NPSE [3].

Baseline Sound Environment

The greater the understanding of the baseline sound environment, the greater the potential for the
assessment to reflect the nature and scale of potential impacts, adverse or beneficial, associated
with the Scheme. PHE recommends that traditional averaged noise levels are supplemented by a
gualitative characterisation of the sound environment, including any particularly valued
characteristics (for example, tranquillity) and the types of sources contributing to it [25].

PHE recommends that baseline noise surveys are carried out to provide a reliable depiction of local
diurnal noise variations for both weekdays and weekends, in a variety of locations, including the
difference between day (07:00-19:00), evening (19:00-23:00) and night-time (23:00-07:00) periods.
This is particularly important if there are areas within the scheme assessment boundary with
atypical traffic day/evening/night distributions. Achieving these aims is likely to require long-term
noise monitoring in multiple locations for a period greater than seven days. This information should
be used to test the robustness of any conversions between noise metrics (e.g. converting from
LA10,18hr to LAeq,2300-0700 and Lden).
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PHE suggests that a variety of metrics can be used to describe the sound environment with and
without the scheme — for example, levels averaged over finer time periods, background noise levels
expressed as percentiles, and number of event metrics (e.g. N65 day, N60 night) — and that, where
possible, this suite of metrics is used to inform judgements of significance. There is emerging
evidence that intermittency metrics can have an additional predictive value over traditional long-term
time-averaged metrics for road traffic noise [27].

Mitigation

PHE expects decisions regarding noise mitigation measures to be underpinned by good quality
evidence, in particular whether mitigation measures are proven to reduce adverse impacts on health
and quality of life. For interventions where evidence is weak or lacking, PHE expects a proposed
strategy for monitoring and evaluating their effectiveness during construction and operation, to
ensure the effectiveness of said measures.

With regards to road traffic noise, low-noise road surfaces, acoustic barriers, traffic management
and noise insulation schemes can all be considered. Priority should be given to reducing noise at
source, and noise insulation schemes should be considered as a last resort. PHE expects any
proposed noise insulation schemes to take a holistic approach which achieves a healthy indoor
environment, taking into consideration noise, ventilation, overheating risk, indoor air quality and
occupants’ preference to open windows. There is, at present, insufficient good quality evidence as
to whether insulation schemes are effective at reducing long-term annoyance and self-reported
sleep disturbance [28], and initiatives to evaluate the effectiveness of noise insulation to improve
health outcomes are strongly encouraged.

PHE notes the suggestion in DMRB methodology that post-construction noise monitoring cannot
provide a reliable gauge for reference against predicted impacts of operational noise. The issues
highlighted in DMRB relate to noise exposure, and not to health outcomes. PHE suggests that
monitoring of health and quality of life can be considered pre and post operational phases, to
ascertain whether mitigation measures are having the desired effect for local communities.

PHE expects consideration of potential adverse effects due to noise and vibration during
construction and recommends that a full and detailed Construction Environmental Management
Plan (CEMP) is developed and implemented by the Applicant and/or the contractor responsible for
construction. PHE recommends that the CEMP includes a detailed programme of construction
which highlights the times and durations of particularly noisy works, the measures taken to reduce
noise at source, the strategy for actively communicating this information to local communities, and
procedures for responding effectively to any specific issues arising.

There is a paucity of scientific evidence on the health effects attributable to construction noise
associated with large infrastructure projects [5, 6] where construction activities may last for a
relatively long period of time. PHE recommends that the Applicant considers emerging evidence as
it becomes available and reviews its assessment of impacts as appropriate.

Green Spaces and Private Amenity Areas

PHE expects proposals to take into consideration the evidence which suggests that quiet areas can
have both a direct beneficial health effect and can also help restore or compensate for the adverse
health effects of noise in the residential environment [29-31]. Research from the Netherlands
suggests that people living in noisy areas appear to have a greater need for areas offering quiet
than individuals who are not exposed to noise at home [29]. Control of noise at source is the most
effective mitigation for protecting outdoor spaces; noise insulation schemes do not protect external
amenity spaces (such as private gardens and balconies or community recreation facilities and green
spaces) from increased noise exposure.
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PHE expects consideration to be given to the importance of existing green spaces as well as
opportunities to create new tranquil spaces which are easily accessible to those communities
exposed to increased noise from the scheme. These spaces should be of a high design quality and
have a sustainable long-term management strategy in place.

Step-changes in Noise Exposure and the Change-effect

The Applicant should take into consideration the “change-Effect’, i.e. the potential for a real or
anticipated step-change in noise exposure to result in attitudinal responses that are greater or lower
than that which would be expected in a steady state scenario [28, 32]. Where a perception of
change is considered likely, PHE recommends that the change-effect is taken into account in the
assessment for the opening year of the proposed development. For longer term assessments, the
effects of population mobility need to be taken into consideration.

Community Engagement and Consultation Feedback

PHE recommends that public consultations carried out during the planning application process
clearly identify the predicted changes to the sound environment during construction and operation of
the Scheme, the predicted health effects on neighbouring communities, proposed noise mitigation
strategies and any proposed measures for monitoring that such mitigation measures will achieve
their desired outcomes.

PHE encourages the Applicant to use effective ways of communicating any changes in the acoustic
environment generated by the scheme to local communities. For example, immersive and suitably
calibrated audio-visual demonstrations can help make noise and visual changes more intuitive to
understand and accessible to a wider demographic. If the proposed scheme will have an impact
over a relatively large geographical area, the Applicant should consider community-specific fact-
sheets and/or impact maps, which are easily accessible to all individuals both in hard copy and
online. If online, search functionality can potentially be included, for example, by postcode.
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Proposed DCO Application by Liverpool Bay CCS Limited for HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide
Pipeline

Royal Mail response to EIA Scoping Consultation

Under section 35 of the Postal Services Act 2011, Royal Mail has been designated by Ofcom as a
provider of the Universal Postal Service. Royal Mail is the only such provider in the United Kingdom.
The Act provides that Ofcom’s primary regulatory duty is to secure the provision of the Universal
Postal Service. Ofcom discharges this duty by imposing regulatory conditions on Royal Mail,
requiring it to provide the Universal Postal Service.

Royal Mail’s performance of the Universal Service Provider obligations is in the public interest and
should not be affected detrimentally by any statutorily authorised project. Accordingly, Royal Mail
seeks to take all reasonable steps to protect its assets and operational interests from any potentially
adverse impacts of proposed development.

Royal Mail and its advisor BNP Paribas Real Estate have reviewed the EIA Scoping consultation
document (Revision 03) dated June 2021. This infrastructure proposal has been identified as having
potential for impact on Royal Mail operational interests. However, at this time Royal Mail is not able
to provide a consultation response due to insufficient information being available to adequately
assess the level of risk to its operation and the available mitigations for any risk. Therefore, Royal
Mail wishes to reserve its position to submit a consultation response/s at a later stage in the
consenting process and to give evidence at any future Public Examination, if required.

In the meantime, any further consultation information on this infrastructure proposal and any
guestions of Royal Mail should be sent to:

Holly Trotman _, Senior Planning Lawyer, Royal Mail Group Limited
Daniel Parry Jones _, Director, BNP Paribas Real Estate

Please can you confirm receipt of this holding statement by Royal Mail.
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Helen
Thank you for the below consultation.

| have reviewed the proposals as set out in the Scoping Report and provide comments for SP
Energy Networks who operate and manage the electricity network up to 132kV on behalf of the
licenced network operator, SP Manweb, for the area including the application site. In the area
covered by the proposals in relation to the new pipeline, this network comprises a range of high
voltage assets such as substations and high voltage overhead lines and underground cables
which are shown on the SPM Assets plans attached. These assets will be protected by various
land rights.

An understanding of protecting this infrastructure is really appreciated as we continue our drive
to maintain a network that is capable of meeting the increase in demand from an all-electric
economy. We’ve started a process of an ambitious investment to meet the UK and devolved
Governments decarbonisation targets for Net Zero. The next decade will be crucial in preparing
the grid for these changes and this is why we are very interested in being able to comment on
proposals which may undermine maintaining and developing a suitable future grid network.

Whilst the proposals support the above objectives and noting that SP Energy Networks is a
supporting partner of this scheme, it is important that the proposed EIA scoping acknowledges
the need to protect SP Manweb network assets and land rights.

Having reviewed the EIA Scoping Report, it is noted that there is no reference to acknowledging
the need to avoid impacts on SPM network. There is a section Special Crossings in Chapter 3
where para 3.6.22 refers to road and railway crossings. It is suggested that this para also makes
reference to other critical services including the electricity network that will be crossed and what
measures there will be to avoid such infrastructure.

Following the scoping report consultation | have contacted the applicants and requested a copy
of a services plan that they may have already prepared or a shape file of the proposals from
which | can plot the SPM assets. Whilst | have not yet had a response, | hope to be engaging
more with them in due course and will keep you up to date. | will forward a copy of this response
to the applicant.

Thanks

Steve Edwards
cid:image001.gif@01CA4CB9.702F4FDO
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disclosure of such information to third parties is prohibited by law and
may give rise to civil or criminal liability.

The views presented in this message are solely those of the author(s) and
do not necessarily represent the opinion of Scottish Power Energy Networks
Holdings Ltd. or any company of its group. Neither Scottish Power Energy
Networks Holdings Ltd. nor any company of its group guarantees the
integrity, security or proper receipt of this message. Likewise, neither
Scottish Power Energy Networks Holdings Ltd. nor any company of its group
accepts any liability whatsoever for any possible damages arising from, or
in connection with, data interception, software viruses or manipulation by
third parties.
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Y 200 Lichfield Lane

¢ oy Berry Hill
N, Mansfield
mwestor ivpsorce  NOttinghamshire
NG18 4RG
w, RTPI Tel: 01623 637 119 (Planning Enquiries)

l_" Learning Partner

Email: planningconsultation@coal.gov.uk

Web: www.gov.uk/coalauthority

For the Attention of: Ms H Lancaster - Senior EIA Advisor
on behalf of the Secretary of State

[By Email: hynetco2pipeline@planninginspectorate.gov.uk]

17 June 2021
Dear Ms Lancaster
EN070007-000007-210603

Planning Act 2008 (as amended) and The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017(the EIA Regulations) - Regulations 10 and
11

Application by Liverpool Bay CCS Limited (the Applicant) for an Order granting
Development Consent for the HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline (the
Proposed Development)

Scoping consultation and notification of the Applicant’s contact details and duty
to make available information to the Applicant if requested

Thank you for your notification of 03 June 2021 seeking the views of the Coal Authority
on the above EIA Scoping request.

The Coal Authority is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the Department
of Business, Energy & Industrial Strategy. As a statutory consultee, he Coal Authority
has a duty to respond to planning applications and development plans in order to
protect the public and the environment in mining areas.

1

Protecting the public and the environment in mining areas



We note that the applicant is aware that parts of the site where new build
infrastructure is required falls within the Development High Risk Area as defined by
the Coal Authority. The Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Report, June 2021
prepared by WSP UK Ltd (Section 9: Land and Soil) informs that the risk from coal
mining legacy will be assessed and addressed in line with current best practice
guidance (CIRIA C758D - Abandoned mine workings manual).

Accordingly, we would expect this Chapter, as part of any formal EIA submitted, to
form the Coal Mining Risk Assessment, or equivalent report, for the relevant sections
of the project site and to consider in detail the potential risks posed to the
development by the coal mining legacy present on / within the site.

We would request that in the event that any mine entries are present where new
build infrastructure is required, the layout affords due consideration of these mining
features and avoids these areas where possible / practicable:
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/building-on-or-within-the-influencing-
distance-of-mine-entries

| hope this is helpful but please do not hesitate to contact me if you would like to
discuss this matter further.

Yours sincerely

Deb Roberts wv.sc vrTeI
Planning & Development Manager

Disclaimer

The above consultation response is provided by The Coal Authority as a Statutory
Consultee and is based upon the latest available data on the date of the response,
and electronic consultation records held by The Coal Authority since 1 April 2013. The
comments made are also based upon only the information provided to The Coal
Authority by the Local Planning Authority and/or has been published on the Council's
website for consultation purposes in relation to this specific planning application. The
views and conclusions contained in this response may be subject to review and
amendment by The Coal Authority if additional or new data/information (such as a
revised Coal Mining Risk Assessment) is provided by the Local Planning Authority or
the Applicant for consultation purposes.
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United Utilities Water Limited
Grasmere House

Lingley Mere Business Park
Lingley Green Avenue

Great Sankey

Warrington WAS5 3LP

unitedutilities.com

Planning.Liaison@uuplc.co.uk

Your ref: ENO070007
Our ref:
Date: 30/06/2021

By email to: NIEnquiries@planninginspectorate.gov.uk

Dear Sir / Madam

Location: Cheshire, England to Flintshire, Wales
Proposal : HyNet North West Carbon Dioxide Pipeline by Liverpool Bay CCS Limited

Thank you for allowing United Utilities the opportunity to comment on the EIA Scoping Opinion
concerning the proposal to build a new underground carbon dioxide pipeline from Cheshire,
England to Flintshire, Wales together with associated above ground installations.

We understand that proposals are currently at an early stage, and so far we have conducted just
an initial review of the application, including the United Utilities assets and infrastructure
present within the proposed application boundaries. We will be able to provide a more accurate
review and guidance once more detailed proposals and design details have been drawn up.

Please see the following comments that will need to be considered prior to the submission of a
planning application for the proposed development.

Surface Water Drainage

In line with National Planning Practice Guidance, any surface water flow from the proposed
above ground installations should be discharged in the following order of priority:

An adequate soakaway or some other form of infiltration system.
An attenuated discharge to surface water body.
An attenuated discharge to public surface water sewer, highway drain or another drainage
system.
4. An attenuated discharge to public combined sewer.

There should be no requirement for surface water drainage to discharge to public sewer.

United Utilities Water Limited
Registered in England & Wales No. 2366678 Registered Office: Haweswater House, Lingley Mere Business Park, Lingley Green Ave nue, Great Sankey, Warrington, WA5 3LP



Wherever practicable, Sustainable Drainage Systems (SuDS) should be implemented in
accordance with the CIRIA SuDS manual. Managing surface water through the use of SuDS can
provide benefits in water quantity, water quality, amenity and biodiversity.

We would expect the Environmental Impact Assessment to be submitted as part of the planning
application for the proposed development to include a Flood Risk and Drainage Strategy that
takes the above into full consideration.

United Utilities’ Assets and Property Interests
Water Mains

The proposed red-edge development area contains 3 large diameter Trunk Mains, 3 water
supply mains and 8 raw water mains, including the Dee Aqueduct, and we may not permit
building over them.

As we need unrestricted access for operating and maintaining water mains, we will generally not
permit development over or in close proximity to the mains. We require an access strip as
detailed in our ‘Standard Conditions for Works Adjacent to Pipelines’, a copy of which is
enclosed.

The applicant must comply with our Standard Conditions document. This should be taken into
accountin the final proposed development layout, or a diversion may be necessary. Unless there
is specific provision within the title of the property or an associated easement, any necessary
disconnection or diversion required as a result of any development will be at the applicant's
expense.

If considering a water mains diversion, the applicant should contact United Utilities at their
earliest opportunity as they may find that a diversion is not possible, or the cost of mains
diversion is prohibitive in the context of their development scheme.

The Water Industry Act 1991 affords United Utilities specific rights in relation to the
maintenance, repair, access and protection of our water infrastructure.

e Sections 158 and 159, outlines the right to inspect, maintain, adjust, repair or alter our mains.
This includes carrying out any works incidental to any of those purposes. Service pipes are not
our property and we have no record of them.

e Under Section 174 of the Act it is an offence to intentionally or negligently interfere with any
resource main or water main that causes damage to or has an effect on its use or operation.

It is in accordance with this statutory provision that we provide standard conditions to assist
developers when working in close proximity to our water mains.

We recommend the developer contacts United Utilities as early as possible for advice on
identifying the exact location of the water mains and to discuss requirements to ensure water
main access and protection. Early liaison is particularly important to discuss proposals around



the Dee Aqueduct, as a crossing of this pipeline, rather than a diversion may be necessary. Please
contact Sara Livesey at DeveloperServicesWater@uuplc.co.uk.

Both during and post construction, there should be no additional load bearing capacity on the
mains without prior agreement from United Utilities. This would include earth movement and
the transport and position of construction equipment and vehicles. The applicant should
therefore give careful consideration to the implications of any changes in proposed land levels.
Any such changes will need to be agreed with United Utilities. Our standard conditions document
includes details of trees and shrubbery suitable for planting in the vicinity of a water main.

Public Sewers

3 large diameter rising main sewers and 2 gravity sewers are situated in the proposed
development area, and we may not permit building over them.

We will require an access strip width in accordance with the minimum distances specified in
‘Sewers for Adoption’, for maintenance or replacement. This should be incorporated into any
future site layout.

Deep rooted shrubs and trees should not be planted in the vicinity of the public sewer and
overflow systems.

We recommend the developer contacts United Utilities as early as possible to discuss
requirements to ensure sewer access and  protection. Please  contact
WastewaterDeveloperServices@uuplc.co.uk.

Where United Utilities’ assets exist, the level of cover to the water mains and public sewers must
not be compromised either during or after construction.

It is the applicant's responsibility to investigate the possibility of any United Utilities’ assets
potentially impacted by their proposals and to demonstrate the exact relationship between any
United Utilities' assets and the proposed development.

The starting point would be to obtain a utility map. A number of providers offer a paid for
mapping service including United Utilities. To find out how to purchase a sewer and water plan
from United Utilities, please visit the Property Searches website
https://www.unitedutilities.com/property-searches/. You can also view the plans for free, which
may be more useful for yourselves to enable you to look at the full length of the proposed
development site. To make an appointment to view our sewer records at a particular Local
Authority please contact them direct, alternatively applicants can view the water and the sewer
records at our Lingley Mere offices based in Warrington. Please ring 0370 751 0101 to book an
appointment.

We would expect to see plans showing the proposals in relation to any existing United Utilities
assets and infrastructure as part of the planning application.



Property Interests

Two parcels of land within United Utilities ownership, including a small Wastewater
Treatment Works lie within the proposed development boundary.

The applicant must contact our Property Services team prior to submission of the planning
application to discuss how the proposals may affect land within our ownership.

According to our records some of our assets referred to above are also subject to legal
easements. These are in addition to our statutory rights for inspection, maintenance and
repair.

They have restrictive covenants that must be adhered to. It is the responsibility of the developer
to obtain a copy of the document, available from United Utilities Legal Services or Land Registry
and to comply with the provisions stated within the document. Under no circumstances should
anything be stored, planted or erected on the easement width. Nor should anything occur that
may affect the integrity of the pipes or United Utilities legal right to 24 hour access. The applicant
should contact our Property Services team to discuss how the proposals affect our easements.

United Utilities Property Services can be contacted at PropertyGeneralEnquiries@uuplc.co.uk.

| hope the above information is useful. If you have any questions at all, don’t hesitate to contact
me.

Yours faithfully

Gemma Gaskell
Town Planner
Planning, Landscape and Ecology
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