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1. The Association of Electricity Producers (AEP) is the UK trade association representing electricity generators.  It has over 100 members ranging from small firms to large, well-known PLCs. Between them they embrace nearly every generating technology used in the UK, including not only conventional large-scale generation but a variety of technologies, some of them innovative.  The Association welcomes the opportunity to respond to the Consultation Document and wishes to make the following points under headings drawn from Section 4 (Issues for Consideration) of the Document.

2. We would like to preface our specific comments by pointing out that, from the point of view of the generating sector, arrangements for the implementation of the requirements under Schedule 9 are working satisfactorily and we would not welcome the introduction of change for its own sake by parties who have no direct role in the process. If changes are required, Statutory Consultees should be responsible for taking the initiative, as they have a direct interest.

4.4.1 Ofgem requests views on whether the draft guidance (Appendix 1) is useful for those preparing statements.

3. The draft guidance may be of some use to new licensees, but is of little use to incumbents. We welcome the statement that the guidelines “… should not be seen as a definitive interpretation of, the relevant legislation”.    

4.4.2 Ofgem requests views on whether having a model statement (Appendix 3) for use by smaller generators is useful.l  

4. There may be some merit in offering a model statement for smaller generators. However, it should be made quite clear that the format of the model statement is by no means mandatory.  

4.4.3 If so, whether the existing model statement needs updating, and if so along what lines.

5. The text of Appendix 3 appears to go far beyond the scope of Schedule 9 and seeks to impose additional undertakings and unnecessary administrative burdens on generators.

4.4.4 Ofgem requests views on whether having a model statement for suppliers would be useful.

6. It is difficult to see how a model statement could be of benefit to suppliers.   

4.10 Ofgem seeks comments on the view that, within the framework of Schedule 9 and other relevant legislation, an important focus of Schedule 9 statements should continue to be activities and sites that are not specifically covered by planning consents and regulation. 

7. We agree that Schedule 9 statements should continue to include activities and sites that are not specifically covered by planning and regulation in cases where the generator considers them to be significant and relevant.   

4.14 Ofgem seeks comments on the view that the major focus of Schedule 9 statements should in practice continue to include direct impacts on flora, fauna and geological of physiographical features of special interest and of protecting sites, buildings and objects of architectural, historic and archaeological interest. 

8. We see no reason to change the current focus of Schedule 9 statements. 

4.16 Views on the optimum length of time between updates to Schedule 9 statements are invited. 

9. A period of 3 to 5 years may be appropriate, but the period between updates should remain discretionary, depending on the circumstances of the individual company.   

4.19 Ofgem invites views on whether including this information in environmental reports would be a useful way of monitoring and reporting performance under Schedule 9. 

10. The Association does not support the idea that some form of annual reporting should be required in the Schedule 9 process. The electricity sector already has a very good record in environmental reporting, stimulated by competition in the industry. The scope of reporting should not be prescribed, but developed in co-operation between the company and its stakeholders.  

4.24 Views are requested on whether Ofgem should continue to have a co-ordinating role for the Schedule 9 process and to carry out the activities listed above. Views are also requested on whether an annual workshop on Schedule 9 issues would be useful for licensees and statutory consultees.

11. No co-ordination role is set out in Schedule 9 and the Association does not consider that it is necessary for Ofgem to develop such a role. The inclusion of a commentary on Schedule 9 in information packs sent to prospective and new licensees would be useful. However, we see no need for Ofgem to keep a central record of Schedule 9 statements. Nor do we see a need for an annual workshop on Schedule 9 issues. When and how to consult should be a matter for individual companies and their relevant Statutory Consultees. 

4.27 Views on the abolition of Scottish Bodies would be welcome.

12. The possible abolition of  the Ancient Monuments Board for Scotland and the Historic Buildings Council for Scotland is not expected to have any material effect on the effectiveness of consultations between generators and Schedule 9 consultees. Companies can, and do, consult with Historic Scotland instead.
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