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1 Introduction

The Development Consent Order (DCO) application for the A46 Newark Bypass (the “Scheme”) was
submitted by National Highways (the “Applicant’) on 26 April 2024 and accepted for Examination on
23 May 2024.

This document has been prepared by the Applicant to set out its responses to the Examining Authority’s
(ExA) Second Written Questions issued on 14 January 2025 [PD-009]. This document is submitted at
Deadline 5 of the Examination.
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1. General overarching matters including Policy, Need and alternatives

1.0 Policy

Q1.0.1

The Applicant,
Host
Authorities and
all other IPs

National Planning Policy Framework

A revised National Planning Policy Framework (the Framework) was published on 12
December 2024. All Parties confirm whether there are any changes to your case resultant from
changes to the Framework and if so, set out the amended policy and how this changes your
case. Furthermore whether you consider this changes the scope of any of the Applicant’s
Assessments or the basis for the Secretary of State’s conclusions.

The Applicant acknowledges the updated National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) published on the 12 December 2024. From
a review of the updated NPPF, the Applicant considers that whilst important these do not have any particular relevance to the
Scheme or change the overall conclusions or assessments set out in the application. The changes are in relation to the delivery of
mandatory and higher housing targets and delivering more affordable homes. The updated NPPF supports the consideration of
transport issues at the earliest stages of plan-making and engagement on development proposals, places significant weight on the
importance of new, expanded or upgraded public service infrastructure, and a review of the green belt with emphasis on ‘grey belt’
land. The framework also strengthens the duty for Local Planning Authorities (LPAS) to co-operate with those they have strategic
relationships with on cross-boundary issues.

Whilst the NPPF is not used to determine Development Consent Order applications, it forms a material consideration, given there
are elements which relate, and are relevant, to aspects of the Scheme, such as Transport, Natural Environment, Historic
Environment, and Climate Change. In terms of the economy, the NPPF indicates that planning policies should seek to address
potential barriers to investment, such as inadequate infrastructure or a poor environment. The above policies and sections still
remain relevant in the updated NPPF, with only minor amendments, which do not affect our assessment set out in the Case for the
Scheme [APP-190].

1.3 Application Documents

Q1.3.1

The Applicant

Updates to Application Documents — Generally
Please ensure that the following are addressed when updating application documents:
a) references to draft NPSNN 2023 (e.g. ES Chapter 1 [APP-045] paragraph 1.4.7).

b) changes that have been agreed during the Examination, e.g construction hours in ES
Chapter 2 [APP-046] paragraph 2.6.276.

The Applicant has not, at this stage, updated all references to the draft NPSNN to reflect the fact that it was designated in 2024,
after the Application was accepted for Examination. In order to do this consistently across the application this would require an
update to all chapters of the Environmental Statement (including some Appendices) as well as various other application documents.
The Applicant has prepared and submitted a separate Accordance Table for the NPSNN 2024 [REP2-023] which, in the Applicant’s
view, should provide the Examining Authority and Secretary of State with the broad context it requires in order to understand how
the Scheme complies with that policy and the detail in the existing application documents should not be impacted by the fact that
there continues to be reference to the draft NPSNN (as it was when the application was submitted). This is particularly the case
given the fact that the applicable National Policy Statement for the Scheme is the NPSNN 2015. However, if the Examining Authority
wish for this update to occur across all application documents the Applicant is able to do this for Deadline 6 of the Examination.
Where changes have been agreed during the Examination these changes are reflected in the various updates to the relevant
Chapters of the Environmental Statement that were submitted at Deadline 5 of the Examination.

been included?

¢) Where relevant, does the PCP satisfactorily reflect the provisions on the First Iteration EMP
so that there would be a consistent approach to mitigation across all stages of development?

1.4 Mitigation

Q1.4.1 | NSDC, NCC, | Mitigation — Pre-commencement Plan The Applicant undertook a thorough review of the Pre-commencement Plan [REP4-013] against the First Iteration Environmental
LLFA, Natural | a) Do you have any unresolved comments on the Pre-commencement Plan (PCP) [REP4- | Management Plan [REP4-010] following the Issue Specific Hearings held in December 2024. This is detailed in the Environmental
England, 012]? Mitigation Signposting Document [REP4-042] submitted at Deadline 4 of the Examination. An updated Pre-commencement Plan
the EA b) Are there any matters which you consider should be included in the PCP which have not yet [REP4-013] was also submitted at Deadline 4 of the Examination. The Applicant has since received comments from the Environment

Agency on the Pre-commencement Plan [REP4-013]. These have been addressed by the Applicant and an updated Pre-
commencement Plan is to be submitted at Deadline 5 of the Examination.

The Applicant is satisfied that the updated Pre-commencement Plan to be submitted at Deadline 5 includes all relevant matters,
reflects the provisions of the First Iteration Environmental Management Plan [REP4-010] and is consistent with it, where required.
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Applicant’s Responses to Examining Authority’s Second Written Questions

2. Air Quality and Emissions

Q2.0.1

Applicant

Air Quality Model Verification Report
Please update the broken reference “Error! Reference source not found” in [APP-131].

national
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The Applicant acknowledges the broken reference and confirms it will be updated and submitted at Deadline 6 of the Examination.

Q2.0.2

The
Applicant,
NSDC

Statement of Common Ground with NSDC
Are there any outstanding points which are preventing point 32 from being agreed?

The Applicant confirms that, following a meeting held with Newark and Sherwood District Council on the 22 January 2025, the
outstanding points set out in Point 32 and 51 of the Statement of Common Ground with Newark and Sherwood District Council
[REP4-026] have now been agreed. The updated SOCG will be submitted at Deadline 5 of the Examination.

Q2.0.3

The
Applicant

ES Figures

Should ES Figure 5.3 [AS-030] indicate the residential units at Old Stable Yard? Do any other
ES Figures need to be updated in respect of these residential units which were granted planning
permission in November 2024 (24/00548/FUL)? Have those units been taken into account in the
assessment of air quality and emissions?

As part of the DCO Application submission, a human health receptor was included in the construction dust assessment at the
residential units at Old Stable Yard. Whilst the residential units at Old Stable Yard were only recently approved (24/00548/FUL) this
was a retrospective planning application. The residential units at Old Stable Yard were present as part of the baseline (and included
in the public data source). The location is presented on Sheets 1 and 4 of Figure 5.3 (Air Quality Constraints Dust Buffer) of the
Environmental Statement Figures [AS-030]. Only one data point was originally included as a human health receptor in this location
on Figure 5.3 (Air Quality Constraints Dust Buffer) of the Environmental Statement Figures [AS-030] as the Bridge House
Farm/Boarding Kennels were not classified as ‘Residential’ in the Ordnance Survey AddressBase data, but as an ‘Animal Centre’
and ‘Property Shell’, which are not sensitive to dust or human health impacts. However, the residents of Bridge House Farm
requested to be included as a residential receptor during the Applicant’s engagement with them. Figure 5.3 Air Quality Constraints
Dust Buffer of the Environmental Statement Figures [AS-030] will be updated to make it clear that both the Bridge House
Farm/Boarding Kennels and Old Stable Yard are residential receptors. Table 5-11 within Chapter 5 (Air Quality) of the Environmental
Statement [AS-021] will also be updated to reflect this change. These documents will be updated and submitted at Deadline 5 of the
Examination. The Applicant confirms that this amendment does not change the conclusions of the air quality assessment, the
construction phase mitigation measures presented in Chapter 5 (Air Quality) of the Environmental Statement [AS-021], Appendix
B.5 Outline Air Quality and Dust Management Plan of the First Iteration Environmental Management Plan [REP4-010] or the updated
Outline Air Quality and Dust Management Plan submitted at Deadline 5 of the Examination.

The Old Stable Yard has not been included in the dispersion modelling which predicts air quality impacts from changes in emissions
from operational traffic. Instead, a receptor at Bridge House Boarding Kennels to the east of the Old Stable Yard has been included
in the operational phase dispersion model as receptor R30. Appendix 5.1 Air Quality Receptor Results of the Environmental
Statement Appendices [APP-128] shows that annual mean nitrogen dioxide (NO2) concentrations at receptor R30 (Bridge House
Boarding Kennels) are predicted to increase by 0.5ug/m? from 18.7ug/m?2 in 2028 without the Scheme to 19.2ug/m? with the Scheme.
Predicted annual mean concentrations are well below the objective of 40ug/m3. The NO2 concentration at Old Stable Yard would be
similar to that predicted at receptor R30 and would not exceed the air quality objective. On this basis and in accordance with the
Design Manual for Roads and Bridges (DMRB) LA 105 significance criteria adopted for the assessment of the Scheme, there are
no likely significant air quality effects at Old Stable Yard.

As previously advised, the Equality Impact Assessment (EglA) [APP-195] assesses the impact of the Scheme (adverse or beneficial)
on people with characteristics protected under the Equality Act 2010. This includes the Old Stable Yard GRT community. Section D
(Full Assessment) of the EqIA (page 52 onwards) provides an assessment of the potential impacts on groups with protected
characteristics. The Assessment bases its noise, air quality, and landscape assessments on the findings of the Environmental
Statement. The potentially differential impacts that may be experienced by GRT communities is identified on pages 55/56 (‘Changes
to air quality during operation’) and pages 73/74 (‘Changes to air quality during construction’). The EqlA concludes that it is unlikely
there will be adverse equality impacts as a result of changes to air quality.

Q2.0.4

The
Applicant

Outline Air Quality and Dust Management Plan
Please provide a response to NSDC’s / NCC’s comments which were set out in as Appendix 2
to [REP4-045].

The Applicant confirms that responses to Newark and Sherwood District Council and Nottingham County Council’'s comments set
out in Appendix 2 of the ‘Written summaries of oral submissions made at the previous Hearings’ [REP4-045] have been addressed
in Appendix B.5 Outline Air Quality and Dust Management Plan of the First Iteration Environmental Management Plan [REP4-010]
submitted at Deadline 5 of the Examination. Responses to these comments are also provided in ‘7.62 Comments on any
submissions received at the previous deadline’ and ‘Statements of Common Ground — Newark and Sherwood District Council’
[REP4-026] submitted at Deadline 5 of the Examination. Following a meeting held with Newark and Sherwood District Council on
the 22 January 2025, Point 51 of the Statement of Common Ground [REP4-026] has been updated and agreed with Newark and
Sherwood District Council. The updated SOCG will be submitted at Deadline 5 of the Examination.

Q2.0.5

The
Applicant

First Iteration Environmental Management Plan

Page 2 of [REP4-010] refers to “Outline Air Quality and Dust Management Plan (Appendix B.4
of this First Iteration EMP)” but Appendix B.4 is the Outline Construction Communications
Management Plan. Please ensure that all references / appendix numbers in this document are
correct.

The Applicant confirms that the Appendix numbers have been updated to reflect the order they appear in Appendix B of the First
Iteration Environmental Management Plan [REP4-101] as follows:
e Appendix B.1 — Outline Site Waste Management Plan
Appendix B.2 — Outline Materials Management Plan
Appendix B.3 — Outline Soils Management Plan
Appendix B.4 — Outline Construction Communications Management Plan
Appendix B.5 — Outline Air Quality and Dust Management Plan
e Appendix B.6 — Outline Carbon Management Plan
This has been reflected in the updated First Iteration Environmental Management Plan submitted at Deadline 5 of the
Examination.
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Applicant’s Responses to Examining Authority’s Second Written Questions

3. Biodiversity, Ecology and Natural Environment

Q3.0.1 | The Compensatory Woodland — Sequential Approach The requirement relates to compensation for the loss of lowland mixed deciduous woodland, a Habitat of Principal Importance (HPI),
Applicant Please detail the sequential approach to site selection resulting in the selection of Doddington | Within the application site. Although forming essential mitigation it has been agreed with stakeholders that the quantity of habitat

Hall. Please detail those other sites that were considered. This should include an explanation of | compensation required for the loss of all HPIs will be calculated with the biodiversity metric. This approach was agreed with

why other sites were rejected. Nottinghamshire County Council, Nottinghamshire Wildlife Trust and Natural England in a meeting on 2 June 2023. Further details

of the need for this compensation are available at item 3.3.11 in Applicant's Summary of the Issue Specific Hearing 4 [REP4-034.
Compensation can take the form of either woodland creation or enhancement of existing woodland. Creating new lowland mixed
deciduous woodland HPI is considered to be difficult to achieve and requires long time-scales due to factors such as development
of a woodland soil and micro-climate and colonisation by functionally important species of ground flora, invertebrates and fungi.
There is therefore a strong preference for enhancing existing woodland rather than new woodland creation. Enhancement of
woodland that already meets the definition of lowland mixed deciduous woodland would only provide a marginal benefit and would
not increase the amount of that habitat. Therefore, the ecological requirements in site selection were to identify an area of currently
lower quality woodland that could be enhanced such that it becomes lowland mixed deciduous woodland HPI and for this to be as
close to the Scheme as practical. Additional criteria included working with a landowner who was willing to enter an agreement
(thereby avoiding the use of compulsory acquisition), that sufficient land could be provided by a single landowner to aid the delivery
of the mitigation and that the landowner would be considered a competent and reliable delivery partner.

The statutory consultation was used to identify possible land for habitat compensation, giving landowners and other stakeholders
the opportunity to suggest locations that could be explored if required. During the Statutory Consultation consultees, including
landowners, within the inner and outer consultation zones, as detailed in the Consultation Report [APP-028], received the
consultation brochure and accompanying letter or a postcard directing them to the statutory consultation materials available for
collection locally, via postal request or online. An example of the letter issued to landowners can be found on pages 33-37Annex H:
Section 42 Letters and Consultation Information of the Consultation Report Annexes [APP-036]. Questions 2e and 2f within the
Statutory Consultation response brochure asked ‘Are you aware of any potentially suitable and available local locations or sites
that could be used for environmental enhancements, such as habitat creation or tree and woodland planting? If ‘Yes’, please provide
further details using the box below.

Annex N: Tables Evidencing Regard had to Consultation Responses of the Consultation Report Annexes [APP-044] includes
responses to the questions on possible locations for environmental enhancement. The consultation responses did not identify any
land that met with the ecological requirements for offsite woodland compensation. A number of the responses suggested locations
that have been used for environmental mitigation within the Scheme and have therefore already been utilised. Many related to
suggestions from members of the public for locations where tree planting could take place. However as discussed above, new
woodland planting outside the Scheme was not considered ecologically the preferred approach. A small number of responses, which
appeared to be from members of the public without a direct interest in the land, did suggest enhancements to locations which already
contained woodland. However, the woodland present at these locations is included on Natural England’s Priority Habitat Inventory,
is therefore expected to already form Lowland Mixed Deciduous Woodland HPI so does not meet the habitat criteria.

To identify a suitable area for the required habitat compensation the Applicant has engaged with significant landowners in the local
area including Newark and Sherwood District Council A meeting was held with NSDC on 28/06/2023 to discuss potential
opportunities for BNG on local authority managed land. Due to the Scheme BNG requirement not being fully understood at the time
of the meeting there was no commitment made in the use of any land proposed although a suggestion was put forward by the NSDC
team. The only land suggested by Newark and Sherwood District Council was woodland at Vicars Water Country Park near
Mansfield which is 21km from the Scheme boundary. Upon the Scheme BNG requirements being understood, NSDC were contacted
on 20/03/2024 to request further discussion on land available for consideration by the Scheme however no response was received
with regard to the Applicant’s request. .

The Applicant completed an exercise to identify any plots of suitable land for sale to mitigate the loss of lowland deciduous mixed
woodland but after further investigation it was determined that no suitable plots were available for sale within close proximity to the
Scheme

The Applicant was also aware of the willingness of Doddington Hall to consider providing habitat compensation as a result of contact
from the landowner. From initial conversations it was established that the landowner could make available suitable woodland at a
distance of approximately 13km from the Scheme. Given the lack of suitable sites that were identified at a closer distance to the
Scheme this option was investigated.

Detailed site assessment of the Doddington Hall land confirmed its ecological suitability, see A.5 of Appendix 8.14 (Biodiversity Net
Gain Technical Report) of the Environmental Statement Appendices [APP-159]. For the woodland type and condition in the identified
plot at Doddington an area of 1.3ha of woodland is required to compensate for the loss of HPI from the Scheme, see paragraph
5.1.13 and Table 5-8 of Appendix 8.14 (Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Report) of the Environmental Statement Appendices [APP-
159] for details. The available woodland comfortably exceeds this area. In addition to the site meeting the ecological requirements
the landowner is also able to demonstrate a strong delivery record in conservation. The landowner has operated the Doddington
Hall Conservation Charity since 2006 and their Wilder Doddington initiative is working to restore nature across the 770ha estate with

Planning Inspectorate Scheme Ref: TR010065
Application Document Ref: TR010065/APP/7.63 Page 6 of 29
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Applicant’s Responses to Examining Authority’s Second Written Questions

3. Biodiversity, Ecology and Natural Environment
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large scale habitat enhancement including grassland, wetland and woodland. Enhancements are being undertaken through funding
from Natural England’s Countryside Stewardship scheme, The National Lottery Heritage Fund and Anglian Water. The selected
option can thereby be seen to meet all of the identified criteria and to represent the most appropriate choice for meeting the Scheme’s
offsite habitat compensation requirements. The required habitat enhancements will be secured through a Section 253 legal
agreement between the Applicant and the landowner which is currently being negotiated. An update on the status of that agreement
is provided as part of the Applicant’s response to ExA’'s 2WQ 5.3.1 submitted at Deadline 5.

Q3.0.2

The
Applicant

Doddington Hall Site Suitability

Please set out why Doddington Hall is an ecologically acceptable site to provide compensation
for the Proposed Development.

The Applicant confirms the requirement is to provide additional lowland mixed deciduous woodland, an HPI, and this would be
achieved through enhancing existing woodland that does not currently meet the definition of this habitat. The woodland identified for
enhancement at Doddington Hall is currently a plantation, with Scot’s pine the most common tree species but with scattered native
tree species, and the invasive rhododendron spread throughout, see A.5 of Appendix 8.14 (Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Report)
of the Environmental Statement Appendices [APP-159] for details. The enhancement would include removal of pines and other non-
native tree species, ongoing control of rhododendron and promotion of an appropriate mix of native trees and shrubs through planting
and allowing natural regeneration, see paragraphs 3.1.15 - 20 of Appendix 8.14 (Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Report) of the
Environmental Statement Appendices [APP-159]. Species to be planted would include English oak, hazel, hawthorn and holly whilst
further species already present in the plot including silver birch, rowan and eared willow would be given space to naturally colonise.
Establishing a canopy cover of native broadleaved species would restore natural woodland conditions, including giving less heavy
shade, and allow species such as bramble, honeysuckle and foxglove, which are all present at low densities, to spread through the
plot. The full management prescriptions have been detailed in a Habitat Management and Monitoring Plan which will inform the
Section 253 legal agreement for enhancements at Doddington Hall.

The location at Doddington Hall is highly suitable for the enhancement. The existing woodland cover ensures that the soil will be
high in organic matter and will already contain woodland soil invertebrates and fungi that support healthy tree and shrub
establishment. The soil is likely to also contain some seedbank of woodland herbs dating to before heavy canopy cover of conifers.
The location for enhancement is also directly adjacent to an area of lowland mixed deciduous woodland which will act as a seed
source for native trees, shrubs and woodland herbs. Additionally, the site also sits within a network of woodland within the Doddington
Estate that includes ancient woodland, some of which is designated as a Site of Special Scientific Interest, that will provide a further
source of woodland flora and fauna able to colonise the enhancement area as appropriate woodland conditions are established.

The 1.3ha enhancement area sits within a larger block of continuous woodland of approx. 20ha. This means it will benefit from a
more stable woodland micro-climate compared to conditions within smaller blocks of woodland with regard to variables such as
temperature and humidity. This will contribute to climate change resilience as the habitat develops and vegetation is subject to stress
from hot dry weather. The high levels of connectivity to other woodland locally will also mean species of woodland flora and fauna
would be part of a wider local population allowing them to recolonise following any local extinctions from extreme weather such as
drought, thereby adding to climate resilience of the proposal.

Q3.0.3

The
Applicant

Doddington Hall

Please detail the direct ecological or landscape benefits the planting at Doddington Hall will
provide for the Proposed Development. If there are no direct benefits, please confirm the purpose
of the planting at Doddington Hall in relation to the Proposed Development.

The Applicant confirms the purpose of woodland enhancement at Doddington Hall is to compensate for the loss of lowland mixed
deciduous woodland HPI which is required as essential mitigation for the Scheme. Where possible, creation of habitats has been
prioritised in areas connected to and adjacent to areas where this HPI would be lost and the amount of this HPI proposed within the
Order Limits would increase from a baseline value of 2.26ha to 3.84ha post-development. However, additional offsite provision has
been included to ensure the habitat loss would be fully compensated.

The offsite enhancement, which will create an additional 1.3ha of lowland mixed deciduous woodland from currently lower quality
woodland, will ensure that the resource of this HPI is maintained at a landscape scale. Both the Scheme and the offsite habitat
compensation at Doddington Hall are within the same National Character Area - Trent and Belvoir Vales (National Character Area
48). Within this landscape woodland is found in scattered parcels which form a habitat network of stepping stones, allowing species
to disperse across the area. Both the lowland mixed deciduous woodland to be provided at Doddington Hall and that to be created
within the Scheme will maintain the integrity of this habitat network. This will ensure that populations of species which rely on lowland
mixed deciduous woodland will be maintained within this landscape including within the proposed development area.

Q3.0.4

The
Applicant

Lowland Meadow Creation

In [REP4-034] under 3.1.1 states that compensation for the loss of lowland meadow amounts to
the creation of 0.75ha of new habitat close to the area lost. However, in the following section,
first bullet point, you provide a figure of 8,570 square metres (0.857ha). Please explain the
difference between these two figures.

The Applicant confirms the figure of 0.75ha refers to new lowland meadow habitat south of the A46 and west of the Cattle Market
Junction. The figure of 0.857ha refers to this 0.75ha in addition to 0.107ha of lowland meadow to be created in the location where
lowland meadow would be lost, immediately west of Smeaton’s Arches. The 0.107ha is made up of 0.915ha to be re-established
after temporary works and an additional 0.0157ha to be created in this location. The areas are described in Appendix A.6 of Appendix
8.14 (Biodiversity Net Gain Technical Report) of the Environmental Statement Appendices [APP-159].

Q3.0.5

The
Applicant,
NSDC,

Canal and
River Trust

Water Vole Habitat

Through the creation of water vole habitat following potential displacement as described in ES
Chapter 8 paragraph 8.11.36 [APP-052], is there a possibility of increasing/ encouraging
American Mink into the area? If so, what controls should be undertaken to protect Water Vole, if
any, from this non-native species?

The Applicant confirms that, as detailed in Chapter 8 (Biodiversity) of the Environmental Statement [APP-052], no water vole field
signs were recorded within the Order Limits, and as such, mitigation (displacement or trapping and relocation of water voles) is not
required based on current data. Paragraph 8.11.36 of Chapter 8 (Biodiversity) of the Environmental Statement [APP-052] states that
if pre-commencement surveys (secured in commitment B17 within the Register of Environmental Actions and Commitments within
the First Iteration Environmental Management Plan [REP4-010]) trigger the requirement for water vole displacement or trapping and
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3. Biodiversity, Ecology and Natural Environment
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relocation of water vole, only then can it be confirmed that potential receptor site/s suitability for water vole within and up to 250m
from the Order Limits has not changed since the last habitat assessment reported in Appendix 8.12 (Water Vole Technical Report)
of the Environmental Statement [APP-157], to inform the location and type of site specific enhancement measures required. In the
scenario that pre-commencement surveys identify water vole field signs within the vegetation clearance area and habitat
enhancement is required, habitat enhancement, beyond the zone of influence for water voles, will aim to improve the quality and
increase the length of habitat suitable for water vole, and therefore the carrying capacity. An increase in the local water vole
population size and distribution as a result of these enhancements has the potential to contribute to an increase in their predators’
population sizes and distribution, such as American mink. If displacement or trapping of water vole is required and American mink
field signs are recorded during pre-commencement surveys, a specialist will be consulted to undertake predator control of American
mink in agreement with the landowner and prior to displacement or trapping and relocation of water vole, with reference to The
Water Vole Mitigation Handbook (Dean et al., 2016). Should an American mink control programme be required, details will be
provided in the Invasive Non-Native Species (INNS) Management Plan and Biosecurity Risk Assessment (secured in commitment
B10 within the Register of Environmental Actions and Commitments within the First Iteration Environmental Management Plan
[REP4-010]). The INNS Management Plan and Biosecurity Risk Assessment will be prepared as part of the Second Iteration
Environmental Management Plan prior to construction commencing and will be submitted to and agreed with Nottinghamshire
County Council and Newark & Sherwood District Council. In this scenario, a report of this mink monitoring data would be submitted
to Natural England annually as part of the Natural England water vole licence return, with details of results and commentary on
development and establishment of habitat. This aligns with the Nottinghamshire's Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) key target to
encourage control of mink where this will increase water vole abundance or range.

Q3.0.6 | The EIEMP - Ancient Trees The Applicant confirms it will employ an experienced and qualified arboriculturist to support the supervision and inspection of veteran
Applicant, The First Iteration Environmental Management Plan (FIEMP) [REP4-010] details under B17 of trees TO38, _T136 and Tl$9 throughout con§truction_. This is secured at commitment B17 within the Register qf Environmgntal Actions
NSDC table 3-2 Register of environmental actions and commitments (REAC), protection measures for and Commltmer_1ts within the Flrst_l_teranon Environmental Manqgement_ Plan [REP4-010]. The appointed arboncul_tunst will
existing trees and vegetation and that this will be monitored on-site by an arboriculturist. undertake_ArborlcuI_turaI audits, dete_ullng the results of the supervision qnd mspec_tlon work_s for_the veteran trees that will also be
Should any works that impact on veteran trees such as those referenced T038, T136 or T139 be made avall_a_ble for _mdependent review by Newark and Sherwood_ District Council, as d_e_ta|led in the Applicant's Su_mmary of the
required should this not be assessed independently given that the NPPF 202’4 considers them Issue_ Specm_c Hearing 4 (ISH4) - Rev 1 [REP4_—03_4] undgr agenda item 3.4.4. The_se provisions will be further secured in the Second
o be irreplaceable habitat? If so, should NSDC be a consultee and B17 amended appropriately? Iteration Enwronmg—:-ntal Management Plan wh|c_h in turn is sgcured through Requirement 3 of the draft Development Consent Order
If not, why not? ' k " | [REP4-003] of which Newark and Sherwood District Council are an independent consultee.
Q3.0.7 | NSDC, NCC | Local Nature Recovery Strategy
Are the Host Authorities content that the Proposed Development supports the aims of the Local
Nature Recovery Strategy?
3.1 Biodiversity Net Gain
Q3.1.1 | The Suitability of Approach The Applicant notes that the application of the Biodiversity Net Gain (BNG) assessment for the Scheme has not replaced a qualitative
Applicant Please expand on your summary position in [REP4-034] paragraph 3.3.7 that using the non- | @pproach to providing biodiversity benefits. Decisions on what habitats and other beneficial features to include in the proposals were

mandatory Biodiversity Net Gain is an appropriate approach to meeting the requirements of
paragraph 5.33 of NPSNN 2015 rather than adopting a qualitative approach.

based on what would be most ecologically appropriate and provide the greatest benefit achievable. Use of a BNG metric helps to
confirm that the Scheme would provide biodiversity benefit by demonstrating that a measurable increase in biodiversity units would
take place.

A range of beneficial features, in addition to those which contribute to compensation for habitat losses, were included in the design.
Opportunities for integrating such biodiversity enhancements were fully explored during the design process and taken whenever
possible, subject to being compatible with operational requirements of the Scheme. Examples of these are described below and
further detail can be seen on Figure 2.3 Environmental Masterplan of the Environmental Statement Figures [AS-026].

Ponds within the Scheme site drainage have been designed to be of greater biodiversity value than would be provided by a purely
engineering specification. They have gently sloping sides giving shallow water zones that benefit freshwater invertebrates and allows
aguatic plants to establish. Ponds would be planted with aquatic vegetation including submerged, floating and emergent species.
They would be surrounded by areas planted as reedbed which forms a habitat of high biodiversity value used by a range of breeding
bird species as well as mammals and wetland invertebrates. These habitats would then be complimented by planting of scattered
individual trees within and around their surrounding wetlands. These would include species appropriate for wetland species such as
alder and willows. A combination of different wetland habitats within a single area is highly beneficial for meeting the ecological
requirements of many species which need different resourcing for breeding and completing their life cycles. Although forming part
of the highway drainage these ponds and associated wetlands would benefit from water quality treatment of runoff through the swale
network before it enters them. Figure 2.3 Environmental Masterplan of the Environmental Statement Figures [AS-026] shows
approximately 30 drainage ponds and associated wetland areas.

A range of waterbodies would also be created within the Flood Compensation Areas (FCA) at Farndon. In the Farndon FCA west of
the A46 a network of ponds would be created. These would not be connected to the highway drainage but instead their water supply
would be from ground water and periodically from flooding. As with the drainage ponds these would be designed with a range of
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water depths and planted with a variety of aquatic plants. The inclusion of the ponds in the Scheme has taken advantage of the
need for ground lowering which makes conditions suitable and they would form a significant biodiversity enhancement. In the
Farndon FCA east of the A46 a larger waterbody would be created through working of a borrow pit. This would form a habitat of
high biodiversity value and would be used by both over-wintering and breeding wildfowl as well as providing habitat for other aquatic
species such as fish. The decision to retain the borrow p