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Dear Daniel, 
 
Further to your letter of 2 February and our call of 9 February, we have addressed your 
queries. For ease of reference, the headings are those provided in your letter of 2 
February. 
 
1) You need to send us a Noise and Vibration Management Plan. This should meet 

the requirements of our Horizontal Guidance for Noise Part 2 – Noise Assessment 
and Control (https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/environmental-
permitting-h3-part-2-noise-assessment-and-control). 

 
The environmental noise impact from the proposed EMERGE Centre has been 
comprehensively assessed within Chapter 7.0 of the Environmental Statement, and is 
included as Appendix C of the permit application. This includes a comprehensive 
assessment of the background/residual sound climate and a detailed noise model of 
the site based on appropriate noise control measures of the various plant items and 
buildings. Overall, the impact assessment concluded that the operation of the EMERGE 
Centre would have a low impact under both Baseline 1 (Current) and Baseline 2 
(Future) Scenarios. As part of the permit application, Uniper has also provided 
supporting information related to the basis of the noise model used to derive the 
specific noise estimates. 
 
The combination of the noise control measures within the layout/design of the plant, 
relative remoteness of residential noise receptors and presence of background traffic 
means that the plant is considered a low noise risk. The noise and vibration 
management plan, appropriate to this level of risk, is set out in Table 2.2 in Appendix H 
of the permit application. 
 
Uniper is aware that recent permits for similar sites, where environmental noise risk has 
been identified as being low, have contained the following consent conditions (e.g. 
EPR/ZP3537AT) which triggers the requirement for a noise and vibration management 
plan if noise pollution arises: 
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3.5 Noise and vibration 
 

3.5.1 Emissions from the activities shall be free from noise and vibration at 
levels likely to cause pollution outside the site, as perceived by an 
authorised officer of the Environment Agency, unless the operator has 
used appropriate measures, including, but not limited to, those 
specified in any approved noise and vibration management plan to 
prevent or where that is not practicable to minimise the noise and 
vibration. 

 
3.5.2 The operator shall: 

 
(a) if notified by the Environment Agency that the activities are giving 

rise to pollution outside the site due to noise and vibration, submit 
to the Environment Agency for approval within the period specified, 
a noise and vibration management plan which identifies and 
minimises the risks of pollution from noise and vibration; 

 
(b) implement the approved noise and vibration management plan, 

from the date of approval, unless otherwise agreed in writing by the 
Environment Agency. 

 
With the noise control measures incorporated into the plant design, Uniper considers 
that this provides a high level of confidence that the risk of noise pollution will be 
minimised – and that a similar condition to 3.5 above could be appropriate for the 
EMERGE Centre. Alternatively, a pre-operational condition for submission of a noise 
and vibration management plan to be supplied for approval may be more appropriate 
when the design details of the site are better characterised. 
 
2) You need to send us a revised version of your management system summary 

which has been reviewed against the requirements of our guidance ‘Develop a 
management system: environmental permits’ 
https://www.gov.uk/guidance/develop-a-management-system-environmental-
permits#what-to-put-in-your-management-system-and-how-to-organise-it. You 
must ensure that all the key aspects of this guidance have been addressed in your 
summary, for example (but not limited) to climate change, complaints, waste 
management and review of the plan. 

 
Details of Uniper’s approach to the Environmental Management Plan are provided in 
Section 2.9 of the Supporting Information report. However, until the design of the plant 
is confirmed in more detail, much of the information set out in the guidance cannot be 
addressed (e.g. routes for electricity and water supplies, location of items for use in 
accidents and emergencies, like absorbents for chemical spills) and would be 
developed in more detail prior to operation. We feel this is more appropriately 
addressed as an improvement condition, such as those applied in other applications 
(e.g. EPR/ZP3537AT/A001, ‘The Operator shall submit a written report to the 
Environment Agency on the implementation of its Environmental Management System 
(EMS) and the progress made in the certification of the system by an external body or if 
appropriate submit a schedule by which the EMS will be certified.’). 
 
To provide additional confidence that the above has been addressed, we have attached 
supplementary information regarding the Environmental Management System (see 
attachment EMERGE Centre Additional Information Request EA EMS V1.0). 
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3) You need to send us a revised version of your air quality assessment which has 
been updated to include an assessment of modelling uncertainty in line with the 
requirements of our guidance ‘Environmental permitting: air dispersion modelling 
reports’ https://www.gov.uk/guidance/environmental-permitting-air-dispersion-
modelling-reports#estimate-model-uncertainty. 
 

The air quality assessment (Appendix D1) of the permit application deals with 
uncertainty through a series of worst-case assumptions stated within the report, 
namely: 

 
• The use of the highest impacts over five years of meteorological data (Section 

4.4); 
 

• The assumption that emissions are at the highest end of the BREF emission 
range (Section 3.2); 

 
• The inclusion of scenarios in which the Installation, the OCGTs and the coal-

fired power station all operate continuously for the entire year (Section 4.2); 
 

• The use of maximum measured or mapped background concentrations (Section 
5.1); 

 
• Consideration of impacts at the maximum point on the modelling grid (Section 

6); 
 

• The assessment of impacts at the maximum impact point over each sensitive 
site (Section 7.4); 

 
• The assumption that there is no plume depletion due to deposition (Section 

7.4); 
 

• The assumption that all NOx is present as NO2 which has a much higher 
deposition velocity than NO (Section 7.4); 
 

• The use of the lowest (i.e. most stringent) critical levels for ammonia and SO2 
(Section 7.2); and 

 
• The use of the lowest (i.e. most stringent) critical loads for nitrogen and acid 

deposition (Section 7.2). 
 

We attach a revised version of the air quality assessment report (see attachment 
Appendix D1 Air Quality Assessment Revision 2) which now includes an additional 
Section 4.11 summarising the approach to uncertainty as set out above. 

 
4) You need to send us an assessment and demonstration of your stack emissions 

modelling regime and methods and demonstrate your proposals are in line with the 
requirements of our M1 guidance https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/m1-
sampling-requirements-for-stack-emission-monitoring 
 

Monitoring methods are covered in detail in Section 2.5 of the Supporting Information 
report. To address your query, we have amended this section to explicitly reference the 
M1 guidance and Uniper’s approach to ensuring this is addressed. We have also 
corrected some links within the document and added CO2 and N2O to the list of species 
to be continuously monitored (see attachment Supporting Information Revision 1). 
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In summary, your queries have been addressed as follows: 
 

Query Response 

1 

The noise impact assessment has concluded that the noise impact is low. 
The noise and vibration management plan, appropriate to this level of risk, 
is set out in Table 2.2 in Appendix H of the permit application. Uniper 
confirms that the mitigation and controls recommended in the noise impact 
assessment will be implemented. 
 
We propose that this query is addressed by a suitably worded condition 
similar to the example provided in our response. Alternatively, a pre-
operational condition for submission of a noise and vibration management 
plan to be supplied for approval may be more appropriate when the design 
details of the site are better characterised. 

2 

Details of Uniper’s approach to the Environmental Management Plan are 
provided in Section 2.9 of the Supporting Information report. However, until 
the design of the plant is confirmed in more detail, much of the information 
set out in the guidance cannot be addressed and would be developed in 
more detail prior to operation. We feel this is more appropriately addressed 
as an improvement condition, such as those applied in other applications. 
 
To provide additional confidence that the above has been addressed, we 
have attached supplementary information regarding the Environmental 
Management System (see attachment EMERGE Centre Additional 
Information Request EA EMS V1.0). 

3 

The air quality assessment (Appendix D1) of the permit application deals 
with uncertainty through a series of worst-case assumptions stated within 
the report. 
 
We attach a revised version of the air quality assessment report (see 
attachment Appendix D1 Air Quality Assessment Revision 2) which 
now includes an additional Section 4.11 summarising the approach to 
uncertainty. 

4 

Monitoring methods are covered in detail in Section 2.5 of the Supporting 
Information report. 
 
We attach a revised version of the Supporting Information report in which 
explicitly references to the M1 guidance and Uniper’s approach to ensuring 
this is addressed have been added to Section 2.5. We have also corrected 
some links within the document and added CO2 and N2O to the list of 
species to be continuously monitored (see attachment Supporting 
Information Revision 1). 

 
I trust this response will address your queries satisfactorily. Nevertheless, please do not 
hesitate to contact me should you require additional information / clarification. 
 
Yours sincerely, 

 
David Peralta-Solorio 


