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Appendix 3.10 Phase One Public Information Day registers 

This appendix contains copies of the documents used to register attendees at the Phase One 
Public Information Days, with personal information redacted for data protection purposes.  



P r o j e c t  r e l a t e d

23 March 2021 APPENDIX 3.10 PHASE ONE PUBLIC INFORMATION 
DAY REGISTERS 

PB6934-ATH-ZZ-XX-RP-Z-3003.10 2 

This page is left intentionally blank. 
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Public Information Day Registration Form 

As these Public Information Days form part of the consultation process for Boston Alternative 
Energy Facility, we are required to register your attendance today. 

The data you provide here is being collected and securely stored by Athene Communications on 
behalf of Alternative Use Boston Projects Ltd. For further information relating to how Alternative 
Use Projects Boston Ltd. will use your data and your rights in this respect, please refer to the 
privacy statement on the website at httQs://www.bostonaef.co.uk/privacy-statement/ and on 
display at each Public Information Day. This describes how Alternative Use Boston Projects Ltd. 
collects, stores and uses information that identifies individuals in connection with its business 
activities. If you do not have internet access and would like to see a hard copy of our privacy 
statement, please ask one of our representatives. 
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Alternative Use Projects Boston Ltd. Public Information Day Registration Form 

As these Public Information Days form part of the consultation process for Boston Alternative 
Energy Facility, we are required to register your attendance today. 

The data you provide here is being collected and securely stored by Athene Communications on 
behalf of Alternative Use Boston Projects Ltd. For further information relating to how Alternative 
Use Projects Boston Ltd. will use your data and your rights in this respect, please refer to the 
privacy statement on the website at https://www.bostonaef.co.uk/privacy-statement/ and on 
display at each Public Information Day. This describes how Alternative Use Boston Projects Ltd. 
collects, stores and uses information that identifies individuals in connection with its business 
activities. If you do not have internet access and would like to see a hard copy of our privacy 
statement, please ask one of our representatives. 
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Public Information Day Registration Form 

As these Public Information Days fom1 part of the consultation process for Boston Alternative 
Energy Facility, we are required to register your attendance today. 

The data you provide here is being collected and securely stored by Athene Communications on 
behalf of Alternative Use Boston Projects Ltd. For further information relating to how Alternative 
Use Projects Boston Ltd. will use your data and your rights in this respect, please refer to the 
privacy statement on the website at https://www.bostonaef.co.uk/privacy-statement/ and on 
display at each Public Information Day. This describes how Alternative Use Boston Projects Ltd. 
collects, stores and uses infom1ation that identifies individuals in connection with its business 
activities. If you do not have internet access and would like to see a hard copy of our privacy 
statement, please ask one of our representatives. 
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Alternative Use Projects Boston Ltd. Public Information Day Registration Form 

As these Public Information Days form part of the consultation process for Boston Alternative 
Energy Facility, we are required to register your attendance today. 

The data you provide here is being collected and securely stored by Athene Communications on 
behalf of Alternative Use Boston Projects Ltd. For further information relating to how Alternative 
Use Projects Boston Ltd. will use �ur data and your rights in this respect, please refer to the 
privacy statement on the website at https://www.bostonaef.co.uk/privacy-statement/ and on 
display at each Public Information Day. This describes how Alternative Use Boston Projects Ltd. 
collects, stores and uses information that identifies individuals in connection with its business 
activities. If you do not have internet access and would like to see a hard copy of our privacy 
statement, please ask one of our representatives. 
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Appendix 3.11 Phase One public exhibition boards 

This appendix contains a copy of the exhibition boards displayed at the Phase One Public 
Information Days. 
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Appendix 3.12 Phase One A3 site layout map 

This appendix contains a copy of the A3 site layout map which was displayed at the Phase One 
Public Information Days. 
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Appendix 3.13 Phase One feedback form 

This appendix contains a copy of the feedback form produced for Phase One consultation, 
available in both hard copy and online.  



P r o j e c t  r e l a t e d

23 March 2021 APPENDIX 3.13 PHASE ONE FEEDBACK FORM PB6934-ATH-ZZ-XX-RP-Z-3003.13 2 

This page is left intentionally blank. 







REPORT 

Boston Alternative Energy Facility - 
Appendix 3.14 

Appendix 3.14 Letter and brochure sent to section 44 
consultees at Phase One 

Client: 

Planning Inspectorate 
Reference 

Document Reference 

Pursuant to 

Reference: 

Status: 

Date: 

Alternative Use Boston Projects Ltd 

EN010095 

5.1 

Section 37(3)(c) of the Planning Act 2008 

PB6934-ATH-ZZ-XX-RP-Z-3003.14 

Final/0.0 

23 March 2021 



P r o j e c t  r e l a t e d

23 March 2021 APPENDIX 3.14 LETTER AND BROCHURE SENT TO 
SECTION 44 CONSULTEES AT PHASE ONE 

PB6934-ATH-ZZ-XX-RP-Z-3003.14 1 

Appendix 3.14 Letter and brochure sent to section 44 consultees at Phase One 

This appendix contains a copy of the letter and project brochure sent to section 44 consultees at 
Phase One of the consultation.  
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Dear The Secretary, 

Proposals for Boston Alternative Energy Facility 

I am writing on behalf of Alternative Use Boston Projects Ltd to provide information about the 
proposed Boston Alternative Energy Facility, a state-of-the art power-generation plant which will lead 
the way in land-based renewable power across the UK. 

Enclosed with this letter is a brochure which outlines the proposal, and a copy of the exhibition boards 
presented at the Public Information Days which formed part of the Phase One consultation. These 
events were held between 14 and 21 September 2018. 

As part of the community consultation we invite you to comment on the Facility by completing the 
online feedback form. This can be found at www.surveymonkey.co.uk/r/bostonaefphase1. Please 
note, this survey closes on 19 October 2018. 

Land referencing company TerraQuest has been appointed by Alternative Use Boston Projects Ltd, 
the privately-owned company bringing forward the proposal, to research land ownership and 
undertake land referencing work. They have already contacted you to confirm the details of your 
interest in land in connection with the Facility.  

This information is being gathered so that all parties with an interest in land and/or property, including 
those who may have rights over the land which is within, or is in close proximity to, the proposed 
development area, can be formally notified. 

For further information on Boston Alternative Energy Facility, please visit www.bostonaef.co.uk. 

Yours Faithfully, 

 
On behalf of Boston Alternative Energy Facility 
consultation@bostonaef.co.uk 

Boston Alternative Energy Facility 
RTLY-RLGH-GKSE 
FREEPOST 
25 Priestgate 
Peterborough  
PE1 1JL 

24 September 2018 

http://www.surveymonkey.co.uk/r/bostonaefphase1
mailto:consultation@bostonaef.co.uk












August 2018 v1

To keep up to date with the latest news on the Boston
Alternative Energy Facility proposals, please visit:

www.bostonaef.co.uk

Contact Boston Alternative Energy Facility via:
Email:    consultation@bostonaef.co.uk 
Phone:   0800 0014 050
Mail:    Boston Alternative Energy Facility

  RTLY–RLGH–GKSE
  FREEPOST 
  25 Priestgate
  Peterborough
  PE1 1JL

baef
Boston Alternative Energy Facility
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Appendix 3.15 Phase One feedback summary 

This appendix contains the feedback summary produced after Phase One consultation had 
closed. 
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Appendix 3.16 Phase One consultation responses and the Applicant's response

This appendix contains a table outlining the summary of feedback received during Phase 
One consultation and the Applicant's response to this feedback.
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1 
 

Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Site Selection 
and 

Consideration 
of Alternatives  

Site location / consideration of alternative sites 
 

• The location of the site is not environmentally 
friendly.  

• Concern for people living locally to the site. 
• The proposed Facility should not be built in a 

small, highly populated market town. 
• Energy from waste has been excluded from the 

allocation from the site in the adopted Local Plan 
on the basis of potential impact on nature 
conservation interests to the south east/east. 

• The current site has a lack of infrastructure. 
• Base unit further down the Haven. 
• Should be built in a less populated place that is 

not next to a nature reserve.  
• There is already a biogas unit near the river.  

Local community 
members; 

Lincolnshire 
County Council; 
Boston Borough 

Council. 

11 

Chapter 4 Site Selection and Alternatives of the 
Environmental Statement (ES) (document reference 
6.2.4) details the rationale behind the selection of the 
site for the Facility.  
 
Key reasons for the selection of the site location 
include: 
• The adopted Lincolnshire Minerals and Waste 

Local Plan Site Allocations document (2017) 
identifies the Application Site as falling within 
119 ha of land allocated as WA22-BO: Riverside 
Industrial Estate Waste Area (Lincolnshire 
County Council, 2017). This allows for 
development including waste management and 
energy from waste. 

• The location directly adjacent to a navigable 
watercourse (The Haven) provides a means of 
delivery of Refuse Derived Fuel (RDF) and 
export of materials other than by road which is a 
desired outcome relating to Government 
National Policy Statements for Energy.  

• It is considered technically feasible to connect to 
the electricity distribution network on site rather 
than create a cable route to an alternative 
location.  

• The site is located within an existing 
urban/industrialised environment, with an 
adjacent gasification plant, Boston Biomass UK 
No. 3 Ltd. 
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Industrial site 
 

• The area is already industrial.  
Local community 

members. 3 The Applicant has noted this response.  

Size of the Facility  
 

• Concern over the size of the plant. 
• The building is too high for Boston. 

Local community 
members. 2 

A Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA), 
Chapter 9 of the ES (document reference 6.2.9), has 
been undertaken which considers the predicted 
landscape and visual effects that would result from 
the development of the Facility. Significant effects 
were limited to viewpoints that were very close to the 
Facility.  
Mitigation measures to reduce landscape and visual 
effects will include additional tree and shrub planting 
within existing, established belts of vegetation and 
planting of new belts of dense tree and shrubs, 
where space allows, around the Facility.  
Illustrative Landscape Plans (document reference 
4.4) , the Design and Access Statement (document 
reference 5.3) and an Outline Landscape and 
Ecological Mitigation Strategy (document reference 
7.4) are provided within this application to provide 
long term benefits to both visual amenity and 
ecological receptors. 
The Design and Access Statement (document 
reference 5.3) identifies the relevant scaling of the 
Facility.   

Project 
Description 

Lightweight Aggregate Plant 
 
Concerns about the production of aggregate making 
use of hazardous waste by diluting it; this may not 
meet Best Available Techniques (BAT) for Air 
Pollution Control (APC) residues. 

Environment 
Agency 1 

Chapter 5 Project Description of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.5) includes a description of the 
Lightweight Aggregate Plant. The ash and APC 
residues will be processed in separate streams to 
produce two separate aggregates.  
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Further discussions about the process will be carried 
out with the Environment Agency during the 
environmental permit application process, which will 
be carried out separately to the Development 
Consent Order (DCO) application. 

Project description mitigation suggestions 
 
• Delivering waste in containers to an enclosed 

processing Facility will reduce the risk of 
pollution. 

• Waste not stored outdoors. 
• Limit on the amount of waste stored on site. 
• Sell excess CO2 (carbon dioxide) to oil 

companies to reduce fracking. 

Local community 
members. 4 

Chapter 5 Project Description of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.5) details RDF storage and CO2 
recovery.  
 
The RDF feedstock would be delivered by ship to the 
Facility sealed in plastic-wrapped bales to reduce 
odour and pollution from litter. The bales will be 
loaded onto ships at the departure points using grab-
cranes. If a bale is damaged during loading, it will be 
removed prior to departure and re-baled and 
wrapped. No damaged bales will be dispatched to 
the Facility. 
 
At Phase 1 the Facility was designed so that all of 
the RDF bales would be externally stored; following 
an update to the design of the Facility the bales will 
be unloaded by crane directly onto the conveyor and 
then transferred to the bale shredder building to 
allow RDF to be tipped into the RDF bunker building. 
Only when the bunker reaches full capacity will the 
RDF bales will be transferred from the ships to a 
temporary storage area and stacked in stockpiles 
pending transfer to the bale shredding facility.  
 
CO2 will be recovered for off-site re-use in various 
industries; some of the CO2 will also be retained on-
site for use in fire prevention. 



4 
 

Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Consultation  

Concern over lack of communication 
 
• Concerns residents living a mile from the site 

were not informed sooner of the project.  

Local community 
member. 1 

The approach to consultation area is discussed 
within section 3.4 of the Consultation Report.  
At Phase One consultation, an ‘inner area’ of a five 
kilometre radius from the proposed site received a 
consultation maildrop including details of the Facility 
and information on the Public Information Days. The 
‘wider area’ of Boston Borough was informed 
through poster placement and adverts within local 
newspapers.  
 
Feedback received during Phase One consultation 
led the project team to make changes in order to 
reach and engage with a wider range of individuals 
and organisations, for example:  
• The consultation zone was increased to the 

Boston Borough Council area;  
• The addition of a Public Information Day venue 

in Wyberton ward;  
• The creation of a dedicated project Twitter feed 

to widen the range of channels available; and 
• An increased circulation of posters promoting the 

Public Information Days, including local schools 
and additional local businesses.  

These changes took effect for the Phase 2 
consultation onwards. 

Concern over Public Information Day locations 
and accessibility 

 
• Lack of disabled access at The White Hart Hotel. 
• A Public Information Day should have been held 

at Wyberton. 

Local community 
member; Boston 
Borough Council; 
Wyberton Parish 

Council. 

4 

Following feedback, venues with disabled access 
were used during Phase Two and Three 
consultation; The White Hart Hotel was not used 
after Phase One consultation. 
A Public Information Day at a venue in Wyberton 
ward was added at Phase Two and Three 
consultation as a result of receiving this comment. 
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Concern over lack of staff at Public Information 
Days 

 
• Not enough people to ask questions to.  

Local community 
member. 1 

After feedback received during Phase One, staffing 
levels were increased for subsequent Public 
Information Days.  

Concern over documents accessibility 
 

• Provide DVDs for people who are unable to 
attend.  

Local community 
member. 1 

Information has been available on the project 
website following each event: 
https://www.bostonaef.co.uk/. The website link was 
included on the maildrop flyer, poster and within the 
newspaper articles.  

Helpful visualisations/media 
 

• Display boards very informative. 
• Map of location.  
• Film was easy to understand.  

Local community 
members.  25 

The Applicant has noted this response. 
 
The film was shown again at subsequent Public 
Information Days.  

Feedback form 
 
• Non-scientific and leading questions on 

feedback form – not a proper consultation. 

Local community 
member. 1 

As a result of this comment, the feedback forms 
were amended for subsequent phases (Phase Two 
and Three consultation) and included more 
questions with space for comments rather than tick 
box questions.   

Lack of information  
 

• Only the positive facts were presented at the 
events, not the cons. 

Local community 
member. 1 

At Phase One consultation potential impacts were 
presented such as the potential for emissions, noise, 
ecology and the potential measures for mitigation; 
however, this was limited due to the early stage of 
this consultation event. Environmental impacts and 
mitigation measures were further explained during 
the subsequent phases, following environmental 
assessment of impacts. The Preliminary 
Environmental Information Report was consulted on 
at Phase Three consultation.  

https://www.bostonaef.co.uk/
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Useful and informative Public Information Days 
 

• Clear and concise.  
• Good explanation and presentation. 
• Well-staffed, friendly, informative. 

Local community 
members. 15 The Applicant has noted this response. 

Helpful staff at events 
 

• Staff knowledgeable about proposals.  
• Answered specific questions.  
• Logical explanation of the project. 

Local community 
members. 15 The Applicant has noted this response. 

Concern over publicity of the Public Information 
Days  

 
• Use TV and radio as leaflets through the door 

may be thrown away.  
• Conduct a letter drop. 
• Better publicity needed. 
• Better distributed newsletters/leaflets. 
• Residents of Frampton did not receive any 

notice of the events. 
• Website hard to find things on and needs 

simplifying. 

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council. 

8 

Feedback received during Phase One consultation 
led the project team to make changes in order to 
reach and engage with a wider range of individuals 
and organisations, for example:  
• At subsequent phases of consultation 

newsletters and flyers were enclosed within a 
branded envelope to avoid being mistaken for 
circular mail. 

• The consultation zone was increased to the 
Boston Borough Council area;  

• The addition of a Public Information Day venue 
in Wyberton ward;  

• The creation of a dedicated project Twitter feed 
to widen the range of channels available; and 

• An increased circulation of posters promoting the 
Public Information Days, including local schools 
and additional local businesses. 

Request for information 
 

• What are the hazardous waste products and 
how are they dealt with? 

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council. 

6 

Answers to the questions were added to the FAQs 
which was updated on the website, and / or included 
in consultation materials at a later consultation 
phase. Details of specific investors in the scheme 
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

• It would be useful to know about similar 
schemes already operational elsewhere and 
their effect on local communities. 

• Request for details about who is investing in the 
scheme and any previous projects they have 
been involved with. 

• Request for details of the jobs and salary levels 
created by the project. 

were not divulged to stakeholders or the public for 
reasons of confidentiality. However, details of the 
Applicant’s project history was provided, and has 
been included within the ES (document reference 
6.2). 

Cultural 
Heritage 

River archaeology 
 

• Possibility of finding historical artefact in the 
river. 

Boston Borough 
Council. 2 

Chapter 8 Cultural Heritage of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.8) considers the potential impact on 
buried archaeological remains. Mitigation measures 
include:  
• Geoarchaeological monitoring and assessment 

of boreholes and geotechnical test pits 
associated with the wharf and main Facility will 
be undertaken. This will ensure any buried 
deposits of geoarchaeological interest (e.g. peat 
layers and historic alluvium) will be identified and 
reported upon. 

• If areas of archaeological interest are identified 
during the monitoring and assessment of 
geotechnical works, a phase of archaeological 
trial trenching could be undertaken across the 
area(s) of interest. 

• Monitoring of the wharf and Facility piling to 
allow for identification of any remains or deposits 
of archaeological interest 

• Monitoring of the dredging of The Haven will be 
undertaken.  
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Methodology for all mitigation measures will be 
included within a Written Scheme of Investigation 
(WSI). A draft Outline WSI is also included with the 
ES (document reference 7.3) which sets out the 
proposed evaluation and potential mitigation 
measures to be put in place for the Facility.  

Landscape and 
Visual Impact 

 

Viewpoints 
 
• Those on the other side of the river will be most 

affected by the visual impact. Boston 1 had a big 
impact and this will dominate even more. 

• Residents concerned about views of the stack 
from further afield. 

Boston Borough 
Council. 2 

An LVIA, Chapter 9 of the ES (document reference 
6.2.9), has been undertaken which considers the 
predicted landscape and visual effects that would 
result from the development of the Facility. 
 
Mitigation measures to reduce landscape and visual 
effects will include additional tree and shrub planting 
within existing, established belts of vegetation and 
planting of new belts of dense tree and shrubs, 
where space allows, around the Facility. 

Light pollution 
 
• Boston 1 has had a lot of complaints about 

lighting during construction. This is a concern. 
• Light pollution if loading/unloading vessels at 

night. 

Lincolnshire 
County Council; 
Boston Borough 

Council. 

3 

An Outline Lighting Strategy (document reference 
7.5) has been prepared with this application which 
will set out measures to be reflected in the final 
lighting strategy produced at the detailed design 
stage.  
 
Construction phase lighting shall be designed, 
installed and controlled to limit any potential impact 
upon the surrounding area by minimising sky glow, 
glare and light spillage in accordance with British 
Standards. Lighting would be installed to comply with 
the relevant regulations, standards and guidance 
documents (as descibed in Chapter 5 Project 
Description of the ES (document reference 6.2.5)). 
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Landscaping and Visual Impact (Mitigation) 

• Landscape the area – trees of a reasonable
height would provide camouflage.

• Landscaping to soften outline of buildings.
• Building design must resolve issues to stop

negative impacts. 
• Disguising the buildings.
• Height and size of Facility.
• A lower profile building.
• Preserving the natural landscape along the river.

Local community 
members. 9 

An LVIA, Chapter 9 of the ES (document reference 
6.2.9), has been undertaken which considers the 
predicted landscape and visual effects that would 
result from the development of the Facility. 
Mitigation measures to reduce landscape and visual 
effects will include additional tree and shrub planting 
within existing, established belts of vegetation and 
planting of new belts of dense tree and shrubs, 
where space allows, around the Facility. 

Illustrative Landscape Plans (document reference 
4.4) and the Design and Access Statement 
(document reference 5.3) and an Outline Landscape 
and Ecological Mitigation Strategy (document 
reference 7.4) are provided within this application to 
provide long term benefits to both visual amenity and 
ecological receptors. 
The Design and Access Statement (document 
reference 5.3) identifies the relevant scaling of the 
Facility and approach to design principles.   

.Noise and 
Vibration 

Noise impacts 

• Concerns over noise pollution.
• Noise during construction.
• Noise should be kept to usual working hours

where possible to reduce impact on residential
neighbours.

• Disruption from piling of the wharf.

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council. 

23 

Chapter 10 Noise and Vibration of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.10) assesses potential noise and 
vibration impacts associated with the Facility.  

Construction noise will be minimised by 
implementation of a Code of Construction Practice 
(CoCP) (an Outline CoCP has been submitted with 
this application) in line with the requirements detailed 
in BS 5228:2009+A1:2014. 
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Construction activities would take place six days a 
week (Monday to Saturday) between 8am and 8pm 
(with an option of 7am to 7pm), with no bank holiday 
or public holiday working. There may be short 
periods of 24-hour working where concrete is being 
poured. 
 
The Application Site will operate and be managed by 
adhering to DCO requirements at the site. Applying 
the principles of BAT when designing the Facility and 
for any sound emitting mobile and fixed plant. The 
principle of BAT ensures that suitable mitigation 
measures are embedded into the design and 
operation of the installation. Additional mitigation 
measures such as altering the design of specific site 
elements, such as adding cladding, may also be 
incorporated where relevant, as outlined in Chapter 
10 of the ES.  

Noise mitigation suggestions 
 
• Do not move aggregate pellets at night. 
• Noise control. 
• Trees planted around area to minimise noise or 

pollution. 
• Acoustic barrier around site.  
• A bank or screening to reduce echo and noise. 
• Limit noisy operations as much as possible to 

usual daytime working hours (7am – 7pm). 
• Reduction of noise impact of ships by turning 

them further downstream. 

Local community 
members. 11 

The Applicant has noted these suggestions.  
 
Chapter 10 Noise and Vibration of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.10) assesses potential noise and 
vibration impacts associated with the Facility.  
 
The Application Site will operate and be managed by 
adhering to DCO requirements at the site. Applying 
the principles of BAT when designing the Facility and 
for any sound emitting mobile and fixed plant. The 
principle of BAT ensures that suitable mitigation 
measures are embedded into the design and 
operation of the installation. Additional mitigation 



11 
 

Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

measures such as altering the design of specific site 
elements, such as adding cladding, may also be 
incorporated where relevant, as outlined in Chapter 
10 of the ES. 
 
Although the operation of the Facility will be 24 
hours, there will be no aggregate loading at night.  
 
Construction activities would take place six days a 
week (Monday to Saturday) between 8am and 8pm 
(with an option of 7am to 7pm), with no bank holiday 
or public holiday working. There may be short 
periods of 24-hour working where concrete is being 
poured. 
 
It is anticipated that vessels will be turned at the Port 
of Boston, either at the ‘Knuckle’ point turning circle 
outside of the Wet Dock, or within the Wet Dock. 
This will be dictated by the Harbour Master of the 
Port of Boston. 

Contaminated 
Land, Land 

Use and 
Hydrogeology 

Loss of agricultural land 
 

Agricultural land must not be endangered. 
Local community 

member. 1 

An assessment of impact on Best and Most Versatile 
(BMV) Agricultural land is provided in Chapter 11 
Contaminated Land, Land Use and Hydrogeology.  
 
Although the Facility will lead to a loss of agricultural 
land, the Application Site was allocated for industrial 
use in the Lincolnshire Minerals and Waste Local 
Plan Site Allocations document. Overall, the impact 
on BMV and agricultural land is concluded to be not 
significant.  
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Terrestrial 
Ecology 

Terrestrial ecology impacts 
 

• Concern about the long term negative impact on 
wildlife. 

• Destruction of wildlife habitat. 
• Environmental standards must be closely 

monitored. 
• Concerns that it is being built near Frampton 

Marsh nature reserve. 
• Protect wildlife habitats as far as possible. 
• Pollution from landfill waste (shredded wrapping 

etc). 
• Have you been asked to provide any habitat 

replacement? Particularly concerned about mud 
flats.  

• There is a rare local plant called Boston 
Horsetail. 

• Any impact on river estuary may have an impact 
on an SSSI. 

Local community 
members; 

Lincolnshire 
County Council; 
Boston Borough 
Council; Natural 

England. 

14 

Chapter 12 Terrestrial Ecology of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.12) assessed the impacts of the 
Facility on habitats and protected species. In order to 
reduce impacts on bats all temporary lighting to be 
designed line with the BCT Bats and Lighting in the 
UK guidance (2018). Disturbance of fauna from 
operational lighting will be managed by the 
production and implementation of an Operational 
Lighting Strategy. 
 
Illustrative Landscape Plans (document reference 
4.4) and an Outline Landscape and Ecological 
Mitigation Strategy (document reference 7.4) are 
provided within this application in order to provide 
long term benefits to both visual amenity and 
ecological receptors.  
 
An assessment on the impacts of the Facility on 
habitats (including saltmarsh habitat) is included in 
Chapter 17 Marine and Coastal Ecology of the ES 
(document reference 6.2.17). This chapter outlines 
the potential impacts and proposed mitigation 
measures, including mitigation for loss of habitat and 
any species, including rare plants that are affected 
by the loss of saltmarsh. An assessment of likely 
significant effects on The Wash and all of the 
relevant designations it holds is provided in the 
Habitats Regulations Assessment, Appendix 17.1 of 
the ES (document reference 6.4.18). This has 
followed engagement with the RSPB at Frampton. 
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

As the habitat loss of mudflats and saltmarsh is 
considered to be permanent (given the beaching of 
vessels on the intertidal adjacent to the wharf), 
measures to provide a net gain of habitat should be 
put in place to compensate and / or mitigate for this 
loss. The details of this will be finalised in agreement 
with relevant stakeholders post DCO submission and 
are secured in a requirement to the DCO 
(requirement 5, document reference 2.1).  

Terrestrial ecology mitigation suggestions 
 

• Discussion with wildlife groups. 
• Develop environmentally-friendly grounds. 
• Environmental monitoring. 
• Protecting wildlife habitats as far as possible.  

 

Local community 
members. 4 

Consultation with relevant conservation 
organisations such as Natural England, Lincolnshire 
Wildlife Trust and the Royal Society for the 
Protection of Birds has been ongoing throughout the 
pre-application process. The potential for providing  
terrestrial ecological mitigation is provided in ES 
Chapter 12 Terrestrial Ecology (document reference 
6.2.12) and an Outline Landscape and Ecological 
Mitigation Strategy (document reference 7.4) is 
submitted with the DCO. The details of this will be 
finalised in agreement with relevant stakeholders 
post DCO submission. This is secured in 
requirement 5 to the DCO (document reference 2.1). 

Surface Water, 
Flood Risk and 

Drainage 
Strategy 

Flooding 
 

• Concerns about flood risk.  
• The Facility is being built on a flood plain. 
• Flood risk due to location downstream from the 

new Haven barrier. 
• Concerns over the life expectancy of the 

scheme, as the current flood defences will have 
to be raised 7m in 25 years.  

Local community 
members; 

Environment 
Agency; Boston 

Borough Council. 

9 

Chapter 13 Surface Water, Flood Risk and Drainage 
Strategy (document reference 6.2.13) and Appendix 
13.2 Flood Risk Assessment of the ES (document 
reference 6.4.13) provide an assessment of existing 
and future flood risk at the application site.  
 
The Facility incorporates the creation of new formal 
flood defences, which shall be tied into the wider 
flood defences in the area and, following consultation 
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Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

• Concern over the location of the construction of
the wharf and who will take ownership of
maintaining the wharf’s flood defence.

• The Facility will need its own flood warning plan.
• The wharf should be level with the Boston

Barrier in terms of flood defence.

with the Environment Agency, has been designed 
with an effective crest level of 7.2 mAOD. 

The flood risk assessment has shown that the 
Application Site will continue to be protected from 
tidal flooding during the lifetime of the Facility. The 
worst case tidal still water level during the 1 in 200-
year event for 2055 has been calculated to be 6.44 
mAOD and 6.65 mAOD during the 1 in 1,000-year 
event for 2055 (lower than the designed flood 
defence of 7.2 mAOD).  

A Flood Risk Emergency Plan (FREP) for the 
application site will be produced prior to operation of 
the Facility. This should include procedures to 
received flood warnings, closure of or evacuation of 
the Facility. Areas of emergency refuge should also 
be identified to be located above the modelled 
breach flood depths. These aspects are likely to 
require further consultation with the Environment 
Agency.  

Water quality 

• Concern about pollution to river.
• Concerns over leaching from waste storage.
• Pollution from landfill waste (shredded wrapping

etc). 
• Concerns over seepage in to the river.
• Concern over water runoff from aggregate.
• Concern over surface water run off during

construction, operation and decommissioning.

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council. 

8 

Chapter 13 Surface Water, Flood Risk and Drainage 
Strategy of the ES (document reference 6.2.13) 
assesses the potential for accidental release of 
contaminants to the river and concludes this is not a 
significant effect and will be controlled by the 
conditions of the environmental permit for the 
operation of the Facility.  

A Surface Water and Drainage Plan (SWDP) will be 
developed prior to construction and implemented to 
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Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

minimise water within the construction areas and 
ensure ongoing drainage of surrounding land. This 
will comprise a sealed surface water drainage 
system where water enters the excavations during 
construction from surface runoff or groundwater 
seepage and is then pumped via settling tanks, 
sediment basins or mobile treatment facilities to 
remove sediment, before being discharged into local 
ditches or drains via temporary interceptor drains in 
order to prevent increases in fine sediment supply to 
the watercourses. Specific measures relating to 
pollution prevention will be captured within the 
CoCP.  
 
During operation, a sealed surface water drainage 
system will be built behind the primary flood defence 
to manage any increase in surface water runoff.  
This will only provide drainage to elements of the 
project, including the contingency bale storage area, 
that lies between the primary and secondary flood 
defences. The water collected will predominantly be 
used to supply the lightweight aggregates facility 
which has a significant water demand, with only a 
minimal amount being discharged under an 
environmental permit.  These measures will help to 
control the release of surface waters from the 
permanent development and prevent changes to 
surface runoff and flood risk; and also prevent the 
discharge of leachate from bales into the river. 
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Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

The plant will be decommissioned according to the 
relevant standards and guidance in force at the 
relevant time to prevent significant pollution effects. 

Flooding mitigation suggestions 
 

• Improve risk of flooding on river. 
• Extensive flood risk provisions. 

Local community 
members. 2 

Chapter 13 Surface Water, Flood Risk and Drainage 
Strategy (document reference 6.2.13) and Appendix 
13.2 Flood Risk Assessment of the ES (document 
reference 6.4.13) provide an assessment of existing 
and future flood risk at the application site.  
 
The assessment concludes that flood risk would not 
be significant because the Facility incorporates the 
creation of new formal flood defences, which shall be 
tied into the wider flood defences in the area and, 
following consultation with the Environment Agency, 
has been designed with an effective crest level of 7.2 
mAOD. 

Air Quality 

Air pollution 
 
• Concerns about air quality/air pollution. 
• Concerns about smoke. 
• Concerns about traffic air pollution. 
• Concerns about shipping air pollution. 
• Concerns over environmental pollution. 
• Concern about emissions/fumes.  
• Concerned about toxic waste in the air.  
• Concerns over the environmental impact of the 

gasification process. 
• Concerns about incineration/combustion within 

Facility. 

Local community 
members, Boston 
Borough Council, 

Environment 
Agency. 

40 

Chapter 14 Air Quality of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.14) considers impacts of air quality 
during the construction and operation of the Facility.  
 
An Air Quality and Dust Management Plan will form 
part of the CoCP which will describe control 
measures to manage dust and emissions during 
construction works.  
 
During operation, emissions from the Facility will be 
at the relevant Best Available Techniques 
Associated Emission Levels (BAT-AELs), thereby 
the emissions abatement systems, which will be a 
necessary component of the Facility design for those 
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Number of 
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Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

• Concerns over dioxins and fumes from exhaust 
gases. 

• Concerns about additional carbon dioxide 
emissions. 

• Concerns over methods of emissions sampling 
and testing – should be shared with the public.  

• Regulations should be put in place to close the 
Facility if harmful emissions are detected. 

• Local businesses will want to know what the 
emissions are in comparison to something they 
know locally.  

• Emissions need to be low due to the amount of 
vegetables grown nearby. 

• People reassured of the impact of toxins. 
• Concerns over fumes from the tall stack being 

spread into local community in strong winds. 
• A stack height cost/benefit analysis is required. 

Limits to be met, will be in place (and will be required 
for the Environmental Permit for the site).  
 
An on-line Continuous Emission Monitoring System 
(CEMS – one per line) would provide continual 
monitoring of the exhaust gases to ensure the overall 
system is running within the Industrial Emissions 
Directive (IED) emission limits. The height of the 
three stacks has been provisionally determined to be 
80 m to ensure effective dispersion. The 
Environment Agency publishes summaries of 
emissions on its Pollution Inventory. 
 
Further discussions on stack height cost benefit will 
be discussed with the Environment Agency during 
the permit application process. 
 
The ES Air Quality Chapter (document reference 
6.2.14) identified that there would be no significant 
effects on produce or people, where the Facility is 
operating under the strict compliance and monitoring 
regime of the required environmental permit(s). 
 
 

Odour 
 

• Concern about odour. 
• Smells must be prevented from becoming a 

problem. 
• Can you guarantee that odour will be nil? 

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council. 

14 

Chapter 14 Air Quality of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.14) considers impacts of odour during 
the construction and operation of the Facility.  
 
The Facility has been designed to prevent significant 
odour impacts from occurring; RDF conveyors will be 
enclosed other than at the loading point, and the 
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RDF shredding and bunker buildings will be 
enclosed with the air extracted and sent to the 
thermal treatment plant for combustion. Fast-acting 
roller shutter doors will be in place to minimise the 
time that doors are open when the building is 
accessed for maintenance. 

Dust 
 

• Protection of lightweight aggregate from 
wind/rain to prevent dust. 

Boston Borough 
Council. 2 

As described in Chapter 14 Air Quality of the ES 
(document reference 6.2.14), the Facility may 
generate emissions of dust during its operation, from 
storage of the lightweight aggregate product and the 
silt/clay that will be used. However, any dust from 
these sources can be controlled using standard dust 
suppression methods, and these will be included as 
part of the Environmental Permit for the Facility. As 
such, operational phase dust emissions are not 
expected to be significant.  

Air quality mitigation suggestions 
 
• Minimise risk of potentially toxic/hazardous 

gases and particles in the exhaust.  
• Measures to protect air quality. 
• Filter exhausts. 
• No air pollution; containment of syngas. 
• Public presentation of emissions sampling 

throughout the life of the Facility. 
• Assurance that the Facility will be closed down if 

emissions are found to be harmful, or there is a 
negative effect on surrounding areas e.g. odour. 

• An air quality model for the stack is required. 

Local community 
members; 

Environment 
Agency. 

7 

Chapter 14 Air Quality of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.14) considers impacts of air quality 
during the construction and operation of the Facility.  
 
An Air Quality and Dust Management Plan will form 
part of the CoCP which will describe control 
measures to manage dust and emissions during 
construction works.  
 
During operation, emissions from the Facility will be 
at the relevant Best Available Techniques 
Associated Emission Levels (BAT-AELs), thereby 
the emissions abatement systems, which will be a 
necessary component of the Facility design for those 
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Limits to be met, will be in place (and will be required 
for the Environmental Permit for the site). 
 
The Environment Agency has the power to carry out 
enforcement of the Facility, which can include 
closing the site. 
 
An on-line Continuous Emission Monitoring System 
(CEMS – one per line) would provide continual 
monitoring of the exhaust gases to ensure the overall 
system is running within the Industrial Emissions 
Directive (IED) emission limits. The height of the 
three stacks has been provisionally determined to be 
80 m to ensure effective dispersion. 
 
The Environment Agency publishes summaries of 
emissions on its Pollution Inventory. 
 
The potential impact of the development-generated 
stack emissions from the operational phase of the 
Facility were assessed using ADMS-5 (model 
version 5.2.2.0).   

Marine and 
Coastal 
Ecology 

Ornithology impacts 
 

• Concern about the long-term negative impact on 
bird life. 

• The Wash and the RSPB reserves are all very 
near. 

• Concerns that it is being built near Frampton 
Marsh nature reserve. 

Local community 
members; Natural 

England. 
5 

An assessment on the impacts of the Facility on 
birds and habitats (including saltmarsh habitat) is 
included in Chapter 17 Marine and Coastal Ecology 
of the ES (document reference 6.2.17). This chapter 
outlines the potential impacts and proposed 
mitigation measures. An assessment of likely 
significant effects on the Wash (Special Protection 
Area (SPA), Special Area of Conservation (SAC) and 
Ramsar site is provided in the Habitats Regulations 
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• Impact on breeding waders such as redshank, 
saltmarsh habitats and overwintering passage 
birds. 

Assessment, Appendix 17.1 of the ES (document 
reference 6.4.18).  
 
As the habitat loss of mudflats and saltmarsh is 
considered to be permanent (given the beaching of 
vessels on the intertidal adjacent to the wharf), 
measures to provide a net gain of habitat should be 
put in place to compensate and / or mitigate for this 
loss. The details of this will be finalised in agreement 
with relevant stakeholders post DCO submission.   

Navigational 
Issues 

Navigational impacts 
 
• Shipping impact on the port.  
• River banks will be damaged due to 

consent/heavy shipping traffic. 
• Must preserve the natural landscape of the river. 
• Port of Boston has not considered how the extra 

ships serving the Facility will pass other boats 
during the limited tidal window. 

• Port’s viability may be compromised by Facility 
limiting the number of ships able to enter and 
leave.  

• Wharf positioning must ensure that docked ships 
do not impede the movement of other vessels on 
the Haven.  

• The wharf berths should probably be NAABSA 
(not always afloat but safely aground) due to 
difficulties maintaining sufficient water depth. 

• Uncertainty that a vessel of the required size 
could bring the RDF up the Haven; a smaller 
ship would be more suitable. 

Local community 
members; Port of 
Boston; Boston 

Borough Council; 
Natural England. 

18 

Chapter 18 Navigational Issues of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.18) describes the potential impacts to 
existing navigation. This chapter has been drafted in 
consultation with the Port of Boston. 
 
The Port has advised that two vessels can arrive, 
and two vessels can leave during one high tide 
(maximum 6-hour window) and the Port has 
previously handled five arriving vessels over one 
tide. Once at the Facility each vessel will be berthed 
for 12 hours to allow for loading/unloading which 
would enable a vessel to depart on the next high 
tide. 
 
The wharf has been designed in consultation with 
the Port such that there should be sufficient space 
for a large commercial vessel and a fishing vessel 
(or leisure vessel) to safely pass a moored vessel at 
the wharf with a clear safe passing distance between 
each vessel.   
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Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

• Ships would not be able to turn at the proposed 
wharf but must turn either at the turning circle of 
Port of Boston dock or within the dock itself. 

• Vessels over 2,400 gross tonnage are required 
to use a tug.  

• Concerns over the impact on the river and its 
flow. 

• Concern over subsequent erosion of river banks 
by wash from vessels. 

• Impact of new wharf on embankments and 
associated wildlife. 

• Concern the Haven not large enough for the 
extra shipping.  

• Safety concerns over extra ships. 
• Concern over where waste will be received given 

the number of boats and vehicles concerned.  

 
In order to manage the potential impacts which could 
arise from the construction and operation of the 
Facility, it is proposed that a Navigation Management 
Plan (NMP) will be produced in conjunction with the 
Port of Boston to manage navigational safety. The 
NMP will set out the procedures to be followed and 
aids to navigation to be provided to mitigate risks to 
navigation arising from the construction and 
operation of the Facility. Specifically, the NMP will 
set out the construction timelines, the potential risks 
to navigation, how often the contractor will 
communicate with the Port (and the public with 
respect to piling), and how each stage of the 
construction process will be managed to ensure a 
minimal impact on the safety of navigation in The 
Haven. 
 
Additional mitigation measures in relation to specific 
potential impacts are also highlighted in this chapter. 
 
Chapter 16 Estuarine Processes of the ES 
(document reference 6.2.16) considers the impact of 
ship wash. The chapter concludes that the increase 
in ship wash would result in an increase in erosion 
but the resultant impact on identified receptors is 
negligible. The vessel sizes that will be entering and 
exiting The Haven will be no larger than the vessels 
already using the waterway. 
 

Navigation mitigation suggestions 
 

• Avoid possibility of silting up in river which might 
impact on river activity. 

• Ship movements to be properly investigated and 
modelled to avoid adverse impacts on port, 
fishing fleet and leisure users. 

• The wharf offloading facilities should be located 
as close to the Facility as possible to facilitate a 
more rapid transfer. 

• Compress the gas from the gasification process 
so it can be used by the ships delivering the 
RDF so they run off of gas rather than diesel. 

• Consultation on the erosion of the river banks. 

Local community 
members; Port of 

Boston. 
5 
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Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

During operation, maintenance dredging will keep 
the berthing areas navigable.  

Impacts on fishermen 

• Fisheries must be protected.
• Concerns that the fishing fleet will object.

Local community 
member; Boston 
Borough Council. 

3 

Consultation has been ongoing with the fishermen 
throughout the pre-application DCO process, this is 
detailed in Chapter 18 Navigational Issues of the ES 
(document reference 6.2.18) with their specific 
concerns addressed.  

Transport 

Use of the river 

• The use of the river will minimise traffic impacts.
• Reduces lorry traffic on the roads.

Local community 
members.  4 The Applicant has noted these responses. 

Traffic impacts 

• Unblocks roads of lorries transporting waste
abroad or to landfill.

• Don’t want huge increase in traffic on road.
• Need to be certain there is no increase in road

traffic. 
• If road transport is required, infrastructure must

be in place first. 
• Roads are already congested.
• There is a lack of suitable roads in the area.
• Concern about truck movements through

Boston.
• Concern about added congestion.
• Concern over tanker loads from the Humber.
• Vital that traffic approaches up the A16 and not

the A52 from the southwest as there is a danger
of them taking residential roads.

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council; 

South Holland 
District Council. 

26 

Integrated into the design of the scheme is the use of 
ship transport of materials in order to reduce traffic 
movements. This is further described in Chapter 5 
Project Description of the ES (document reference 
6.2.5). 

In response to feedback received, changes were 
made in relation to construction of the Facility. 
During construction, the first phase of wharf 
construction at the Facility will be undertaken to 
allow a proportion of the raw materials to be 
delivered by ship instead of road. In addition, a 
concrete batching plant will be installed to reduce 
road movements associated with concrete. 
Aggregate will be brought via ship to be transferred 
to the concrete batching plant.  
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

• Concern about construction traffic. 
• Concerns over transporting aggregate. 

During operation, the RDF will be imported via ship 
and lightweight aggregate product will be exported 
via ship. Clay is required to manufacture the 
lightweight aggregate, this will also be imported via 
ship. Therefore road movements will be kept to a 
minimum.  
 
Chapter 19 Traffic and Transport of the ES 
(document reference 6.2.19) assesses the impact of 
construction and operational traffic associated with 
the application site.  
 
Commitments are contained within an Outline 
Construction Traffic Management Plan (OCTMP) 
(document reference 7.2) to reduce the impacts on 
driver delay associated with single occupancy 
vehicle travel with measures designed to increase 
more sustainable forms of travel.  

Access route  
 

• Traffic study carried out to identify the best route 
for construction traffic. 

• Concern over how construction materials are 
transported to the site.  

• Access to the site needs to be addressed. 
• May need to create your own access route. 

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council; 

South Holland 
District Council. 

6 

Chapter 19 Traffic and Transport of the ES 
(document reference 6.2.19) assesses the impact of 
construction and operational traffic associated with 
the application site. 
 
The assessment of impact of the Facility’s traffic 
demand in the construction phase and operational 
phase on Link 1 and 2 (Marsh Lane) determines 
there is no requirement for a new construction/ 
operational access road. 
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Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Traffic and transport mitigation suggestions 

• Road usage minimised.
• Proposed traffic monitoring is carefully carried

out.
• Road improvements.
• Measures to protect road/rail transport.
• Ensure no road transport once in operation.
• Control deliveries to avoid build up.
• Traffic controls during construction.
• All minor roads in a three mile area given a

30mph speed limit to deal with increased traffic.

Local community 
members. 9 

The Applicant has noted these responses. 

Chapter 19 Traffic and Transport of the ES 
(document reference 6.2.19) assesses the impact of 
construction and operational traffic associated with 
the application site. 

Commitments are contained within an Outline 
Construction Traffic Management Plan (OCTMP) 
(document reference 7.2) to reduce the impacts on 
driver delay associated with single occupancy 
vehicle travel with measures designed to increase 
more sustainable forms of travel. 

Socio-
Economics 

Accommodation and visitors 

• Concerns over the use of hotel accommodation
for construction workers – could cause a
squeeze on accommodation.

• Concern over impact on visitors to attractions on
the other side of the river e.g. along Haven
Bank. Boston Borough 

Council; Local 
community 
member. 

3 

Impacts on tourism and accommodation are 
assessed in Chapter 20 Socio-Economics of the ES 
(document reference 6.2.20).  

According to this assessment the Facility is expected 
to support 250-300 direct construction jobs during 
the peak of an estimated 48-month construction 
period. The assessment assumes that during the 
construction of the Facility out of a maximum of 180 
workers from beyond the local area there will be 
demand for 72 guesthouse / B&B bed spaces. The 
impact on demand for accommodation is assessed 
to be negligible.  

The impact on tourism in both construction and 
operation is also assessed to be negligible.  
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Impacts on local residents 
 

• No benefits to having this in Boston for locals. 
• Concern over access to riverbank. 
• Unwanted effects on local residents. 
• Adverse environmental impacts on local 

residents. 
• Disruption from general operation of the Facility 

including significant increase in shipping 
operations. 

• No benefits for the county. 

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council; 

South Holland 
District Council. 

7 

The ES includes an assessment of potential impacts 
on residents and mitigation measures to reduce 
these impacts. Chapter 20 Socio-Economics of the 
ES (document reference 6.2.20) covers socio-
economic impacts, including local benefits.  
 
Regarding access to the riverbank, footpaths 
BOST14/4 and BOST14/5 are existing footpaths that 
follow the crest of the primary flood bank that routes 
in parallel to The Haven. The diversion for these 
route closures would follow the route of an existing 
footpath, which follows the route of Roman Bank 
(also known as ‘Sea Bank’) along footpath sections 
BOST/14/11 and BOST/14/9. A fenced public 
footbridge will be provided across the existing gap in 
the Roman Bank which will allow for increased 
pedestrian safety. 
 
As discussed in Chapter 20, The Facility is expected 
to support, at its peak, approximately 250-300 direct 
construction jobs. It is expected that a large number 
of construction workers will be sourced from within 
the local area.  
 
The Facility is expected to support an estimated 108 
gross direct full-time employment (FTE) jobs during 
operation. The aim will be to increase the proportion 
of workers sourced from the local area over time 
once the necessary training capability has been 
embedded within the site’s workforce and operating 
model.   
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

 
In addition, the Facility is capable of generating 
sufficient energy to meet the needs of 206,000 
households. This corresponds to more than two-
thirds of all households in Lincolnshire (306,970) and 
is 7.5 times higher than the number of households in 
Boston (27,290) as identified within the 2011 
Census. The Facility therefore offers the potential to 
provide a sustainable source of renewable energy for 
the population that is representative of more than 
two-thirds of the county it is in. 

Socio-economic impacts 
 

• Devaluation of property.  
• The Facility will provide jobs for local people.  
• Not convinced Boston will benefit financially. 
• Jobs are unlikely to benefit local people. 
• It will not benefit Boston. 
• Concerns jobs created will only be low-paid. 
• Concern over workforce development issues; 

how can Boston ensure it attracts the correct 
people.  

• Concerns over the impact of the presence of 
landfill waste/Facility on other local 
businesses/potential new businesses. 

• A Facility of this size should make some sort of 
contribution to the local area. 

• Impact on local economy. 
• Impact of piling on nearby businesses. 

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council; 

Lincolnshire 
County Council. 

19 

Chapter 20 Socio-Economics of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.20) considers the potential 
employment levels from the Facility during 
construction and operation.  
 
The Facility is expected to support, at its peak, 
approximately 250-300 direct construction jobs. It is 
expected that a large number of construction 
workers will be sourced from within the local area.  
 
The Facility is expected to support an estimated 108 
gross direct FTE jobs during operation. The aim will 
be to increase the proportion of workers sourced 
from the local area over time once the necessary 
training capability has been embedded within the 
site’s workforce and operating model.   
 
Impacts on house prices were not included in the 
socio-economic assessment because there are 
many separate factors which can influence house 
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Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

• Jobs should be created that can be filled by
existing residents more than just at the
construction stage.

prices making it unfeasible to model any potential 
differences that are solely linked to the Facility. 

Local community mitigation suggestions 

• Consideration of residents within the affected
area.

• Transparency with locals.
• Accountable management.
• Regular updates in the press.
• Site visits.
• Regular updates on the project.
• Subsidised electricity.
• Local financial contribution to

RSPB/schools/road construction/local council
etc.

• Boston will need a 106 concession of
considerable amount to compensate.

• Possible apprenticeship agreements to create
the required workforce.

• Cost/benefit analysis of using waste heat
elsewhere.

• Possible sponsorship of a local heritage
conference.

• Use waste heat to heat local housing.
• A viewing platform over the site.
• Liaising with Boston College.

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council; 

Environment 
Agency; South 
Holland District 

Council. 

19 

Throughout the pre-application DCO process the 
Applicant has sought to keep the local community 
informed with project developments through four 
phases of consultation. This is presented in Chapters 
5 – 8 of the Consultation Report (document 
reference 5.1). 

The Applicant intends to keep local community 
stakeholders updates throughout the construction of 
the Facility as detailed in the CoCP secured by the 
requirements and conditions set out within the DCO. 

Chapter 20 Socio-Economics of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.20) considers a large number of 
aspects, which in relation to this chapter included 
employment, housing market, community 
infrastructure (including primary and secondary 
education and health) and tourism during both the 
construction and operational phases of the Facility. 

Boston College has expressed an interest in 
providing bespoke apprenticeship schemes related 
to the Facility as part of the college’s expansion to 
engineering sector education and further discussion 
between the Applicant and Boston College will 
continue post-submission to evolve the potential for 
direct apprenticeship schemes. 
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Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

 
In addition, it is anticipated that local community 
funding will be provided. This will be confirmed at a 
later stage in the consent negotiation phase. 

Project funding 
 
• The local authority is trying to increase 

revenues. 
• It is for the local authority to try to increase 

revenues. 
• Concerns it is not financially viable. 

Local community 
members; 

Environment 
Agency. 

3 

The Applicant is a privately-owned project delivery 
company, this is not a local authority run project.  
Private financial investment will be obtained by the 
Applicant to fund the development.  This will be set 
out in the Funding Statement submitted with the 
application (Document ref: 3.2). 
 

Waste 

Waste 
 

• Must dispose of unwanted material in a clear 
and environmentally sensitive way.  

• Reduces the amount of waste that would 
normally be for landfill.  

• Prevents landfill from being transported abroad.  
• Landfill takes up land/will run out of space. 
• Reduces visual impact of landfill.  
• Concern that local waste may not be used. 
• Boston should not be expected to take landfill 

waste from across the UK.  
• The bales must be vermin-proof. 
• Concern over waste from Facility. 

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council. 

34 

The Applicant has noted the responses regarding 
reducing the amount of waste to landfill and waste 
exports. 
 
Chapter 5 Project Description of the ES (document 
reference 6.2.5) identifies that all RDF would be 
imported by ship from around 12 UK ports. There is 
the potential for receiving local waste; however, this 
is subject to a formal procurement agreement with 
the relevant councils and the Applicant.  
 
The RDF bales will be wrapped in plastic, if a bale is 
damaged the damaged bale would be re-baled. 
These methods will reduce the potential for vermin. 
Furthermore, the Environmental Permit which will be 
required to operate the Facility requires an 
Environmental Management System, which will 
require procedures for managing vermin.  
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Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

Supply and waste mitigation suggestions 

• Waste from Boston should be used.
• Use local waste rather than shipping it in from

elsewhere. 
• Reduce volume of waste.
• Control of plastics.
• Needs to operate 24 hours.

Local community 
members; Boston 
Borough Council; 

Lincolnshire 
County Council. 

9 

For the ES it was assumed that all RDF would be 
imported by ship from around 12 UK ports. There is 
the potential for receiving local waste; however, this 
is subject to agreement with the relevant councils 
and the Applicant. 

Plastic wrapping will be used to produce energy 
along with the RDF.  

The Facility will operate 24 hours a day. 

Accidents and 
Risks 

Health and safety 

• Concerns over the operation of the site in terms
of safety.

• Concerned over whether gasification is a proven
technology.

• Hazardous waste will be travelling by road.
• What happens when things go wrong?
• Concern over potential fire risk of waste.
• CO2 from carbon capture would be transported

near local businesses.
• Concerns over Facility being located next to a

banana ripening plant.
• Dangers of stockpiling waste.
• Risk of contamination spread to a wider area.
• Risk of explosion/dangerous gas leak.
• Concern over tidal flooding safety risk.
• Prevention of spontaneous combustion in

storage facilities.
• Risk of fire hazard at the plant.
• Transport any residual toxic materials.

Local community 
members; 

Environment 
Agency; Boston 

Borough Council; 
South Holland 

District Council. 

24 

An assessment of major accidents and risks is 
provided in Chapter 24 Major Accidents and Risk 
Management of the ES (document reference 6.2.24). 

An Environmental Permit will be required for the 
Facility. The Environmental Permit application will 
include an Accident Prevention and Management 
Plan and Contingency Plans to minimise and prevent 
impacts. A Fire Prevention Plan will also be included 
alongside the Environmental Permit. The 
Environmental Permit application will follow after the 
DCO application has been submitted. 

As discussed in Chapter 5 Project Description of the 
ES (document reference 6.2.5), the bale stockpiles 
will also be monitored for temperature using probes. 
Any bales that are found to be hot would be removed 
to the quarantine area. 



30 

Phase One Consultation 

Topic Feedback Stakeholders 

Number of 
times 

feedback 
received 

Regard had to Response (Section 49) 

• Safety for the community.
• Testing of all production.
• Proper inspection to assure standards.
• Safety and operating measures in place that fit

full purposes.
• Full risk and use assessments to be applied.
• Good research on other similar projects.
• Delays with health and safety/planning etc may

mean the project loses the advantage of an early
start.

Cumulative 
Impacts 

Cumulative impacts 

• Residents and stakeholders should be kept
informed of the cumulative impacts of Boston 1
and this project.

• The construction of the Haven Banks project
summer 2019 – December 2020 needs to be
taken into account.

• Affordable housing being built on Wyberton
Road may impact on the industrial estate.

Lincolnshire 
County Council; 

Environment 
Agency; Boston 

Borough Council. 

3 

The Applicant has noted these responses. 

Where relevant, cumulative impacts have been 
provided within each individual ES chapter.  
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