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GLOSSARY

Abbreviation

Description

APFP Regulations

Applications: Prescribed Forms and
Procedure Regulations 2009.

Applicant EP Waste Management Limited.

BEIS Department for Business, Energy and
Industrial Strategy.

CCGT Combined Cycle Gas Turbine.

DCO Development Consent Order: provides a
consent for building and operating an NSIP.

EfW Energy from Waste: the combustion of waste
material to provide electricity and/or heat.

EIA Environmental Impact Assessment.

EPH Energeticky A Prumyslovy Holding.

EPUKI EP UK Investments Limited.

EPWM EP Waste Management Limited.

ES Environmental Statement.

ExA Examining Authority: An inspector or panel of
inspectors appointed to examine the
application.

FAQ Frequently Asked Questions.

km Kilometres.

MMO Marine Management Organisation.

MW Megawatt: the measure of power produced.

NELC North East Lincolnshire Council.

NPS National Policy Statement

NSIP Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project:
for which a DCO is required.

PA 2008 Planning Act 2008.

PEIR Preliminary Environmental Information Report
- summarising the likely environmental
impacts of the proposed development.

PINS Planning Inspectorate.

Q2 Quarter 2.

RDF Refuse derived fuel.

SHBEC South Humber Bank Energy Centre.

SHBPS

South Humber Bank Power Station.
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SoCC Statement of Community Consultation: sets
out how a developer will consult the local
community about a proposed NSIP.

SoS Secretary of State.

TCPA Town and Country Planning Act 1990.

TPA Tonnes Per Annum.

2017 EIA Regulations Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact

Assessment) Regulations 2017.
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1.0
1.1.1

1.2
1.2.1

1.2.2

1.2.3

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

This Consultation Report (Document Ref. 5.1) has been prepared on behalf
of EP Waste Management Limited (‘(EPWM’ or the ‘Applicant’). It forms part
of the application (the 'Application') for a Development Consent Order (a
'DCQO"), that has been submitted to the Secretary of State (the ‘SoS’) for
Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy, under section 37 of ‘The Planning
Act 2008’ (the ‘PA 2008’).

EPWM is seeking development consent for the construction, operation and
maintenance of an energy from waste (‘EfW’) power station with a gross
electrical output of up to 95 megawatts (MW) including an electrical
connection, a new site access, and other associated development (together
‘the Proposed Development’) on land at South Humber Bank Power Station
(‘SHBPS’), South Marsh Road, near Stallingborough in North East
Lincolnshire (‘the Site’).

A DCO is required for the Proposed Development as it falls within the
definition and thresholds for a 'Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project' (a
'NSIP') under sections 14 and 15(2) of the PA 2008.

The DCO, if made by the SoS, would be known as the ‘South Humber Bank
Energy Centre Order' (‘the Order').

Full planning permission (‘the Planning Permission’) was granted by North
East Lincolnshire Council (‘NELC’) for an EfW power station with a gross
electrical output of up to 49.9 MW and associated development (‘the
Consented Development’) on land at SHBPS (‘the Consented Development
Site’) under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 on 12 April 2019.
Since the Planning Permission was granted, the Applicant has assessed
potential opportunities to improve the efficiency of the EfW power station,
notably in relation to its electrical output. As a consequence, the Proposed
Development would have a higher electrical output (up to 95 MW) than the
Consented Development, although it would have the same maximum
building dimensions and fuel throughput (up to 753,500 tonnes per annum
(tpa)).

Full planning permission (‘the Planning Permission’) was granted by North
East Lincolnshire Council (‘NELC’) for an EfW power station with a gross
electrical output of up to 49.9 MW and associated development (‘the
Consented Development’) on land at SHBPS (‘the Consented Development
Site’) under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 on 12 April 2019.

EPWM’s Consultation Process

Given the relationship with the Consented Development outlined above and
the consultation carried out in respect of that planning process, EPWM
undertook a single stage of statutory consultation in accordance with the
requirements of the PA 2008.

The statutory consultation included consultation on the Preliminary
Environmental Information Report (‘PEIR’) assembled in relation to the
Proposed Development.

EPWM’s pre-application consultation process is set out in Table 1 below.
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Table 1.1: Summary of EPWM'’s pre-application consultation process

STAGE OVERVIEW OF CONSULTATION TIMESCALES
TCPA Pre- Through engagement with North East August 2018
Application Lincolnshire Council (‘NELC’) a
Consultation | consultation strategy was agreed for the
Strategy Consented Development.

TCPA specific consultation
TCPA Pre- Consultation as part of the pre-application | August —
Application work on the Consented Development; December
Consultation | including community consultation events, | 2018
press releases, newspaper adverts and
advertisement letters.
TCPA Dialogue was held between EPWM and December
Application NELC and other statutory consultees 2018 — April
during application determination. 2019

NELC as planning authority carried out
neighbour consultation and statutory
consultation during determination.

DCO specific ¢

onsultation

SoCC —

Preparation of draft SoCC and formal

10 September

statutory consultation on it under Section 47 with — 9 October
consultation NELC. 2019

SoCC Publication of the final SoCC and SoCC 17 October
Publication Notice in accordance with Section 47. 2019

Stage 2 Statutory consultation, including the 28 October —
Consultation | following: 13 December
(statutory Section 42 ‘Duty to consult’: consultation | 2019 (public
pursuant to with prescribed consultees, host and exhibitions
sections 42, other relevant local authorities, non- held on 12
43, 44, 45, prescribed consultees (with whom there November, 13
46, 47 and 48 | is no statutory duty to consult) and November and
of the PA section 44 persons, each by letter (sent 14 November
2008) by first-class post) accompanied by 2019)

consultation documents, including a
PEIR. Undertaken from 29 October 2019
to 13 December 2019.

Section 46 ‘Duty to notify SoS of
proposed application’: notify the SoS
(through PINS) of the section 42
consultation. Notification provided on 29
October 2019.

Section 47 ‘Duty to consult local
community’: consultation in accordance
with the published SoCC, advertised by
letter distributed in the local area, press
releases, newspapers notices and
posters. The consultation included three
public exhibitions during November 2019.
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STAGE OVERVIEW OF CONSULTATION TIMESCALES

Consultation documents provided to
Section 42 Consultees were made
available at the public exhibitions and
also at inspection locations in the local
area, e.g. local libraries and host authority
offices. Undertaken from 29 October
2019 to 13 December 2019.

Section 48 ‘Duty to publicise’ &
Environmental Impact Assessment (‘EIA’)
Regulation 13 Publicity: Section 48 Notice
published in the Grimsby Telegraph,
Scunthorpe Telegraph, the Hull Daily
Mail, the Guardian and the London
Gazette; and Environmental Impact
Assessment Regulation 13 publicity
carried out at the same time with EIA
consultation bodies being sent a copy of
the section 48 Notice as it was to be
published. Notices published on 31
October 2019 and local papers re-
published on the 7 November 2019.

Taking Section 49 ‘Duty to take account of December
account of responses to consultation and publicity’: 2019 — March
responses to | having regard to responses received to 2020
consultation | the consultation and publicity carried out
(section 49 of | in accordance with sections 42, 47 and
the PA 2008) | 48.

1.2.4

1.3
1.3.1

1.3.2

The key stages of EPWM'’s pre-application consultation process are
summarised in more detail in the remainder of this section.

Statement of Community Consultation

Section 47 places a duty on applicants for a DCO to consult the ‘local
community’, i.e. those people living within the vicinity of the land to which the
application relates. Subsection (1) requires the applicant to prepare a
Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) setting out how it proposes to
consult people living within the vicinity of the land to which the application
relates. The preparation of and consultation on the SoCC is dealt with at
Section 4 of this Consultation Report.

Integral to EPWM’s SoCC was the definition of an appropriate consultation
zone. The primary purpose of defining a consultation zone was to ensure
that the geographical extent of the local community consultation would be
adequate given the requirements of Section 47. The consultation zone
defined by EPWM for the purposes of the local community consultation
(known as the ‘Consultation Zone’) was around 3.5 kilometres (‘km’) from the
centre of the Proposed Development Site. This represented the area within
which it was anticipated there was most potential for occupiers and residents
to be materially impacted by the Proposed Development. Within the
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1.3.3

1.3.4

1.4
1.4.1

1.4.2

1.4.3

1.5

1.5.1

1.5.2

1.5.3

Consultation Zone, it was proposed that each address would be written to in
order to introduce EPWM and the Proposed Development and inform them
about the public exhibitions and other methods of engaging with the
consultation process.

Information was provided to a wider area through notices in local
newspapers and documents at local venues detailing the information events
and website.

The SoCC was subject to consultation with the host local authority from 10
September — 9 October 2019, therefore allowing 28 days for comments to be
received. Comments received from the host local authority were minor and
were all taken in to account in the final SoCC.

Consultation

EPWM took the decision to adopt a single-stage approach to its pre-
application consultation as a result of the consultation undertaken as part of
the TCPA Application. The consultation therefore comprised a single stage
of statutory consultation (the ‘DCO Consultation’) in accordance with the
requirements of the PA 2008.

The DCO Consultation took place from 28 October to 13 December 2019. It
is covered in detail at section 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 and 10 of this Report. The various
aspects of this statutory consultation are summarised in turn below.

The DCO Consultation ran for a total of 46 days in which consultees were
provided with the opportunity to comment on the Proposed Development.
The deadline for receipt of comments was no later than 11.59pm on the 13
December 2019, however comments received beyond this date have also
been considered. The duration of the consultation (46 days) exceeded the
statutory 30-day period.

Section 42 ‘Duty to consult’ (covered in Section 10 of this Consultation
Report)

Section 42 of the PA 2008 requires the applicant to consult prescribed
persons, relevant local authorities, and affected and potentially affected land
ownership interests (the ‘Section 42 Consultees’). The section 42
consultation ran simultaneously with the section 47 consultation as part of
the Consultation.

The Section 42 Consultees were sent a letter on 29 October 2019
accompanied by the same information that was made available for the
aection 47 consultation, but with the addition of a USB stick containing the
consultation documents, including the PEIR, setting out the findings of the
preliminary environmental assessment of the Proposed Development that
had been carried out prior to the consultation. This included a PEIR ‘Non-
Technical Summary’.

Where identifiable, emails were also sent out on the 30 October 2019 to
email addresses held for the Section 42 Consultees, containing a section 42
letter and a hyperlink to where the consultation documents could be
accessed on the project website.
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1.5.4

1.5.5

1.5.6

1.5.7

1.5.8

1.5.9

1.6

1.6.1

In one case a letter was sent to a consultee at the incorrect local authority
Local Resilience Forum, this was corrected a day after the original posting
date and the required 30 days of consultation was still provided.

In one case Royal Mail were unable to deliver the letter, because the person
was no longer at the address. In this case, EPWM obtained alternative
contact details and re-provided the letter to them via email seeking a
consultation response. Their response was received on the 19 December
2019, six days after the requested deadline, and it was confirmed via email
response that the comments would still be taken in to consideration. Within
the receipt of the consultation response it was confirmed that the returned
mail was due to an error in the mail reception at the person’s shared
building.

The letters and emails also clearly stated the deadline for the receipt of
comments, this being no later than 11:59pm on 13 December 2019. The
total period of the consultation (45 days) exceeded the minimum period (28
days from the day after receipt of the consultation documents) required
pursuant to section 45 of the PA 2008 and also the minimum period (30
days) required by the 2017 EIA Regulations.

Section 42 Consultees were identified in accordance with the following
legislative requirements and other key considerations:

e section 42 of the PA 2008;
e sections 43 ‘Local authorities for the purposes of section 42(1)(b)’;
e section 44 ‘Categories for the purposes of section 42(1)(d)’;

e Schedule 1 of the APFP Regulations (as amended) containing the
'prescribed consultees' list;

e Those identified within the PINS Scoping Opinion; and

e applying the relevance and circumstances tests, reviewing local authority
boundaries and identifying land ownership interests within and adjacent to
the Site.

In addition to the section 42 consultees, EPWM also consulted two other
consultees (known in this Consultation Report as ‘Non-Prescribed
Consultees’) who, notwithstanding the lack of a statutory requirement, it was
considered relevant and appropriate to consult. The Non-Prescribed
Consultees were consulted in the same way as those required to be
consulted under section 42.

In total 30 written responses, from 24 consultees, were received to the
consultation carried out pursuant to section 42. The majority were received
from section 42 consultees. A significant proportion of the responses
received merely acknowledged receipt of the consultation documents or
confirmed that the consultee had no comments.

Section 46 ‘Duty to notify Secretary of State of proposed application’
(covered in Section 9 of this Consultation Report)

Section 46 of the PA 2008 requires the applicant to notify the SoS (through
PINS) of the section 42 consultation (i.e. the Consultation). This must be
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1.6.2

1.7

1.7.1

1.7.2

1.7.3

1.7.4

1.7.5

1.7.6

1.8

1.8.1

done either before or at the same time as commencing the section 42
consultation and the SoS must be provided with the same information that is
to be provided to the section 42 consultees.

In accordance with section 46 of the PA 2008, EPWM notified PINS on 28
October 2019, the day before the section 42 consultation commenced.

Section 47 ‘Duty to consult local community’ (covered in section 8 of
this Consultation Report)

The section 47 consultation was communicated through letters to local
residents and businesses (providing information on the Proposed
Development), posters and newspaper notices and a dedicated consultation
page on the project website. All consultation undertaken was in accordance
with the published SoCC.

Letters were sent out on the 28 and 29 October 2019, posters were erected
on the 23 October 2019 and newspaper notices were published on the 31
October and 7 November 2019.

In total, 2,542 letters were sent to local residents and businesses within the
Consultation Zone. The letters provided information on the consultation
process, the Proposed Development, consultation documents and where to
view them, the public exhibitions and the date by which comments must be
received by EPWM.

Three public exhibitions (12 November, 13 November and 14 November
2019) were held within the Consultation Zone. The exhibitions allowed
members of the local community an opportunity to access information on the
Proposed Development, speak to representatives of EPWM and provide
comments through the use of a feedback form. Display boards were
presented at the public exhibitions providing details of the Proposed
Development, alongside the consultation documents. The documents and
display boards described the impacts of the Proposed Development and the
changes made since the TCPA Consultation and sought comments on
specific matters.

Local political representatives were also invited to attend a briefing before
the start of the final public exhibition in advance of the venue being open to
the general public.

In total, 39 people attended the public exhibitions, four feedback forms were
received, and a further two sets of comments were received via email.

Section 48 ‘Duty to publicise’ (covered in Section 10 of this
Consultation Report)

As part of the Consultation (and timed to coincide with the Section 47 and
the Section 42 consultation), EPWM also published a notice in accordance
with Section 48 of the PA 2008 and Regulation 4 of the APFP Regulations.
This involved publishing a notice in:

¢ the Grimsby Telegraph (two consecutive weeks);
e the Scunthorpe Telegraph (two consecutive weeks);

e the Hull Daily Mail (two consecutive weeks);
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1.8.2

1.8.3

1.8.4

1.8.5
1.9

1.9.1

1.9.2

1.10
1.10.1

1.10.2

e the Guardian; and
e the London Gazette.

The notice provided details of the Proposed Development and advised how
the consultation documents could be accessed, as well as providing the
deadline for receipt of comments and how comments could be made through
either post, online or by email.

The Section 48 Notice for the Proposed Development was published in the
Grimsby Telegraph on 31 October and 7 November 2019; the Scunthorpe
Telegraph on 31 October and 7 November 2019; the Hull Daily Mail on 31
October and 7 November 2019; the Guardian on 31 October 2019; and the
London Gazette on 31 October 2019.

The deadline for the receipt of comments stated on the Section 48 Notice
was no later than 11:59pm 13 December 2019, the same as the deadline for
the receipt of comments for the Consultation more generally. This therefore
allowed for a total period of 43 days from the date the first notice was
published and 36 days from the second notice being published. As this was
more than 28 days after the Section 48 Notice was last published the
Applicant complied with statutory minimum timeframe.

No responses were received to the Section 48 publicity.

Section 49 ‘Duty to take account of responses to consultation and
publicity’

Section 49 of the PA 2008 requires applicants to have regard to any relevant
responses received to the consultation and publicity carried out in
accordance with Sections 42, 47 and 48. It is covered in detail at section 13
of this Consultation Report.

Tables 11.1 and 11.2 at section 10 of this Consultation Report provide a
summary of the issues/ comments raised at the TCPA Consultation and the
DCO Consultation, and how EPWM has had regard to these.

EIA related consultation

Throughout the pre-application period, EPWM carried out a number of EIA
related consultation activities. These are covered in detail at section 14 of
this Consultation Report.

The consultation included the following:

¢ notifying PINS of EPWM’s intention to carry out an EIA and applying to
PINS for a Scoping Opinion as to the topics to be covered by the EIA;

e consultation with technical consultees regarding the preparation of the
PEIR;

¢ notifying consultation bodies in accordance with the EIA Regulation 13 of
the 2017 EIA Regulations; and

e engaging with technical consultees on detailed matters arising from the
drafting of the Environmental Statement (‘ES’) and the Transport
Assessment.
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1.10.3

1.10.4

1.10.5

1.10.6

1.10.7

1.10.8

1.1
1.11.1

1.11.2

1.12
1.12.1

In August 2019, EPWM submitted an EIA Scoping Report to PINS. The
Scoping Report provided formal notification under Regulation 8(1)(b) of the
2017 EIA Regulations of EPWM'’s intention to undertake an EIA for the
Proposed Development and to produce an ES documenting the findings of
this. The Scoping Report also formally requested a Scoping Opinion
pursuant to EIA Regulation 10(1). This was received by PINS on 21 August
2019 and PINS responded on 10 December 2019 confirming their
conclusion that the Proposed Development is unlikely to have a significant
effect either alone or cumulatively on the environment in another European
Economic Area State.

The Scoping Opinion provided by PINS (and the comments received from
the scoping consultees) was used to inform EPWM'’s preparation of a PEIR.
The preparation of the PEIR was also informed by further dialogue between
EPWM'’s environmental consultants (AECOM) and the host local authority
and key technical consultees.

The finalised PEIR was issued for the DCO Consultation in October 2019
and was similar in form and substance to a draft ES. Comments on the
PEIR informed the production of EPWM'’s ES.

In accordance with EIA Regulation 13 ‘Pre-application publicity under
Section 48 (‘Duty to publicise’) the relevant ‘consultation bodies’ were sent a
copy of the Section 48 Notice published (along with a consultation letter).
This also formed part of the DCO Consultation.

Following the DCO Consultation, EPWM’s environmental consultants
continued to engage with the host local authorities and key technical
consultees (throughout December 2019 through to April 2020) in respect of
the preparation and finalisation of the ES to be submitted as part of the
Application. This included discussing the conclusions of the ES chapters.

Each of the ES topic chapters includes a table summarising the consultation
that has taken place with consultees.

Other consultation & engagement

EPWM has also undertaken a range of other consultation and engagement
activities, distinct from the TCPA Consultation, DCO Consultation and EIA
related consultation. The other consultation and engagement that has been
undertaken is covered in detail at Section 13 of this Report.

It has included dialogue with PINS, providing PINS with updates on the
status of the pre-application consultation and preparation of the DCO
Application; updating the local community; update meetings with the host
local authority; discussions with statutory consultees; and discussions with
technical consultees.

Next steps

EPWM is committed to continued engagement with the local community,
host local authorities, and other key stakeholders following the submission of
the Application and throughout the construction, operation and
decommissioning of the Proposed Development, should a DCO be granted.
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1.12.2 EPWM will provide updates on the project website. Regular contact will also
be maintained with the host local authority and key stakeholders. In
addition, there are certain statutory notification and publicity requirements
that EPWM will need to fulfil following the acceptance of the Application that
will provide people with a further opportunity to comment.
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2.0 INTRODUCTION

21 Overview

2.1.1  This Consultation Report (Document Ref. 5.1) has been prepared on behalf
of EP Waste Management Limited (‘EPWM’ or the ‘Applicant’). It forms part
of the application (the 'Application') for a Development Consent Order (a
'DCO’"), that has been submitted to the Secretary of State (the ‘SoS’) for
Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy, under section 37 of ‘The Planning
Act 2008’ (the ‘PA 2008’).

2.1.2 EPWM is seeking development consent for the construction, operation and
maintenance of an energy from waste (‘EfW’) power station with a gross
electrical output of up to 95 megawatts (MW) including an electrical
connection, a new site access, and other associated development (together
‘the Proposed Development’) on land at South Humber Bank Power Station
(‘SHBPS’), South Marsh Road, near Stallingborough in North East
Lincolnshire (‘the Site’).

2.1.3 A DCO is required for the Proposed Development as it falls within the
definition and thresholds for a 'Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project' (a
'NSIP') under sections 14 and 15(2) of the PA 2008.

2.1.4 The DCO, if made by the SoS, would be known as the ‘South Humber Bank
Energy Centre Order' (‘the Order').

2.1.5 Full planning permission (‘the Planning Permission’) was granted by North
East Lincolnshire Council (‘NELC’) for an EfW power station with a gross
electrical output of up to 49.9 MW and associated development (‘the
Consented Development’) on land at SHBPS (‘the Consented Development
Site’) under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 on 12 April 2019.
Since the Planning Permission was granted, the Applicant has assessed
potential opportunities to improve the efficiency of the EfW power station,
notably in relation to its electrical output. As a consequence, the Proposed
Development would have a higher electrical output (up to 95 MW) than the
Consented Development, although it would have the same maximum
building dimensions and fuel throughput (up to 753,500 tonnes per annum

(tpa)).
2.2 The Applicant

2.2.1 The Applicant is a subsidiary of EP UK Investments Limited (‘EPUKI).
EPUKI owns and operates a number of other power stations in the UK.
These include SHBPS and Langage (Devon) Combined Cycle Gas Turbine
(‘CCGT’) power stations, Lynemouth (Northumberland) biomass-fired power
station, and power generation assets in Northern Ireland. EPUKI also owns
sites with consent for new power stations in Norfolk (King’s Lynn ‘B> CCGT)
and North Yorkshire (Eggborough CCGT).

2.2.2 EPUKI is a subsidiary of Energeticky A Prumyslovy Holding (‘'EPH'). EPH
owns and operates energy generation assets in the Czech Republic, Slovak
Republic, Germany, ltaly, Hungary, Poland, Ireland, and the United
Kingdom.
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2.3
2.3.1

23.2

233

234

235

2.3.6

2.3.7

2.3.8

2.4
241

The Proposed Development Site

The Proposed Development Site (the 'Site' or the 'Order limits') is located
within the boundary of the SHBPS site, east of the existing SHBPS, along
with part of the carriageway within South Marsh Road. The principal access
to the site is off South Marsh Road.

The Site is located on the South Humber Bank between the towns of
Immingham and Grimsby; both over 3 km from the Site. The surrounding
area is characterised by industrial uses dispersed between areas of
agricultural land with the nearest main settlements being the villages of
Stallingborough, Healing and Great Coates. The Site lies within the parish of
Stallingborough although Stallingborough village lies over 2 km away.

The Site lies within the administrative area of NELC, a unitary authority. The
Site is owned by EP SHB Limited, a subsidiary of EPUKI, and is therefore
under the control of the Applicant, with the exception of the highway land on
South Marsh Road required for the new Site access.

The existing SHBPS was constructed in two phases between 1997 and 1999
and consists of two CCGT units fired by natural gas, with a combined gross
electrical capacity of approximately 1,400 MW. It is operated by EP SHB
Limited.

The Site is around 23 hectares (‘ha’) in area and is generally flat, and
typically stands at around 2.0 m Above Ordnance Datum (mAQOD).

The land surrounding the Site immediately to the south, west and north-west
is in agricultural use with a large polymer manufacturing site, Synthomer,
and a waste management facility, NEWLINCS, both located to the north of
the Site and also accessed from South Marsh Road. The estuary of the
River Humber lies around 175 m to the east of the Site.

Access to the South Humber Bank is via the A180 trunk road and the A1173.
The Barton railway line runs north-west to south-east between Barton-on-
Humber and Cleethorpes circa 2.5 km to the south-west of the Site and a
freight railway line runs north-west to south-east circa 300 m (at the closest
point) to the Site.

A more detailed description of the Site is provided at Chapter 3: Description
of the Proposed Development Site in the Environmental Statement ('ES')
Volume | (Document Ref. 6.2).

The Proposed Development
The main components of the Proposed Development are summarised below:

e Work No. 1— an electricity generating station located on land at SHBPS,
fuelled by refuse derived fuel (‘RDF’) with a gross electrical output of up to
95 MW at ISO conditions;

e Work No. 1A— two emissions stacks and associated emissions
monitoring systems;

e Work No. 1B— administration block, including control room, workshops,
stores and welfare facilities;

April 2020

11



EP Waste Management Ltd
Document Reference: 5.1 Consultation Report

EP UK Investments

242

2.5
2.5.1

252

e Work No. 2— comprising electrical, gas, water, telecommunication, steam
and other utility connections for the generating station (Work No. 1);

e Work No. 3— landscaping and biodiversity works;

e Work No. 4— a new site access on to South Marsh Road and works to an
existing access on to South Marsh Road; and

e Work No. 5— temporary construction and laydown areas.

Various types of ancillary development further required in connection with
and subsidiary to the above works are detailed in Schedule 1 of the DCO. A
more detailed description of the Proposed Development is provided at
Schedule 1 'Authorised Development' of the Draft DCO and Chapter 4: The
Proposed Development in the ES Volume | (Document Ref. 6.2) and the
areas within which each of the main components of the Proposed
Development are to be built is shown by the coloured and hatched areas on
the Works Plans (Document Ref. 4.3).

Relationship with the Consented Development

The Proposed Development comprises the works contained in the
Consented Development, along with additional works not forming part of the
Consented Development (‘the Additional Works’). The Additional Works are
set out below along with an explanation of their purpose.

e a larger air-cooled condenser (ACC), with an additional row of fans and
heat exchangers — this will allow a higher mass flow of steam to be sent to
the steam turbine whilst maintaining the exhaust pressure and thereby
increasing the amount of power generated;

e a greater installed cooling capacity for the generator — additional heat
exchangers will be installed to the closed-circuit cooling water system to
allow the generator to operate at an increased load and generate more
power;

e an increased transformer capacity — depending on the adopted grid
connection arrangement the capacity will be increased through an
additional generator transformer operating in parallel with the Consented
Development’s proposed generator transformer or a single larger
generator transformer. Both arrangements would allow generation up to
95 MW; and

e ancillary works — the above works will require additional ancillary works
and operations, such as new cabling or pipes, and commissioning to
ensure that the apparatus has been correctly installed and will operate
safely and as intended.

The likely construction scenario is for work on the Consented Development
(pursuant to the Planning Permission) to commence in Quarter 2 (‘Q2’) of
2020 and to continue for around three years. Following grant of a DCO for
the Proposed Development (approximately halfway through the three-year
construction programme), the Applicant would initiate powers to continue
development under the Order instead of the Planning Permission. The
Order includes appropriate powers and notification requirements for the
‘switchover’ between consents, to provide clarity for the relevant planning
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253

2.6
2.6.1

26.2

2.6.3

26.4

authority regarding the development authorised and the applicable
conditions, requirements, and other obligations. Once the Order has been
implemented the additional works would be constructed and the Proposed
Development would be built out in full. The Proposed Development would
commence operation in 2023.

Alternative construction scenarios, involving construction entirely pursuant to
the Order, are also possible. Accordingly, three representative scenarios are
described within Chapter 5: Construction Programme and Management in
the ES Volume | (Document Ref. 6.2) and assessed in the Environmental
Impact Assessment (‘EIA’).

The Purpose of this Consultation Report

Prior to the submission of an application for a DCO, the applicant must carry
out the statutory consultation and publicity activities set out in sections 42,
46, 47 and 48 of the PA 2008, The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental
Impact Assessment) Regulations 2017 (the ‘2017 EIA Regulations’) and The
Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure Regulations 2009’ (the
‘APFP Regulations’).

Section 37(3)(c) of the PA 2008 requires an application for a DCO to be
accompanied by a ‘consultation report’. Section 37(7) confirms that a
consultation report means a report giving details of:

e what has been done by the applicant to comply with sections 42 (‘Duty to
consult’), 47 (‘Duty to consult local community’) and 48 (‘Duty to
publicise’) of the PA 2008;

e any ‘relevant responses’ to the consultation under sections 42, 47 and 48;
and

¢ the account taken by the applicant of any relevant responses as required
by section 49 (‘Duty to take account of responses to consultation and
publicity’) in developing the application from proposed to final form.

A ‘relevant response’ is defined by section 49(3) as:

e a response from a person consulted under section 42 that is received by
the applicant before the deadline imposed by section 45 (‘Timetable for
consultation under section 42’) in that person’s case;

e a response to consultation under section 47 that is received by the
applicant before any applicable deadline imposed in accordance with the
statement prepared under section 47 (the ‘Statement of Community
Consultation’); or

e a response to publicity under section 48 that is received by the applicant
before the deadline imposed in accordance with section 48 in relation to
that publicity.

This Consultation Report provides details of the consultation undertaken by
EPWM in respect of the Proposed Development in accordance with the
requirements of section 37. This includes the approach that has been taken
to consultation, the methods and activities employed and the timescales and
deadlines set for the statutory consultation and publicity. The Consultation
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2.7
271

Report also details the responses that have been received to the
consultation and sets out how these have been taken into account by
EPWM.

The Structure of this Consultation Report

This Consultation Report has, where possible, been structured
chronologically and has also taken account of the guidance set out in Advice
Note 14" ‘Compiling the consultation report. The structure of the
Consultation Report is set out in Table 2.1.

Table 2.1: Consultation Report Structure

SECTION TITLE OVERVIEW
Section 3 Legislative Provides a summary of the legislative
context, requirements of the PA 2008 and relevant
relevant regulations (including the APFP
guidance and | Regulations and the 2017 EIA
compliance Regulations) relating to pre-application

consultation and includes a ‘checklist’
based upon PINS Advice Note 14 setting
out how EPWM'’s pre-application
consultation has complied with those
requirements. The checklist is intended to
provide PINS with a ‘quick guide’ as to how
EPWM has complied with the legislative
requirements for pre-application
consultation and where this is referenced
within the Consultation Report.

Section 4 EPWM’s Describes EPWM'’s approach to the pre-
approach to application consultation on the Proposed
consultation Development.

Section 5 Statement of Describes the approach taken by EPWM to
Community the preparation of the Statement of
Consultation: Community Consultation (the ‘SoCC’) as
preparation required by section 47 of the PA 2008 and
and the consultation that took place with the
consultation relevant local authorities in relation to the

preparation of the SoCC and how EPWM
took account of the responses to the
consultation in finalising the SoCC.

Section 6 Consultation: Explains how EPWM identified those
identifying persons whom there was a statutory duty
consultees to consult in accordance with sections 42,
43 and 44 of the PA 2008 for its DCO
Consultation (the ‘Section 42 Consultees’)

" Planning Inspectorate (April 2012, Version 2) accessed at
https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/legislation-and-advice/advice-notes/
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SECTION TITLE OVERVIEW
and confirms who was consulted. It also
lists other persons that there was no
statutory duty to consult but who EPWM
considered should be consulted as they
may be interested in the Proposed
Development (the ‘Non-prescribed
Consultees’).
Section 7 Consultation: Sets out how EPWM consulted the Section
section 42 42 Consultees, including prescribed
‘Duty to persons (section 42), relevant local
consult’ authorities (section 43) and land ownership
interests and potentially affected interests
(section 44) as well as the Non-prescribed
Consultees; the response received to the
consultation and how the consultation
carried out complied with section 42.
Section 8 Consultation: Sets out how EPWM notified the SoS of
section 46 the start of the Section 42 consultation in
‘Duty to notify | accordance with Section 46 of the PA
Secretary of 2008, in advance of starting that
State of consultation.
proposed
application’
Section 9 Consultation: Describes the section 47 consultation that
section 47 EPWM carried out with the local
‘Duty to community during its DCO Consultation to
consult local provide more detailed information on the
community’ Proposed Development as well as the
opportunity for local people to comment
upon it; the responses received to the
consultation and how the consultation
carried out complied with the published
SoCC.
Section 10 | Consultation: Explains how EPWM publicised the
section 48 Proposed Development in accordance with
‘Duty to section 48 of the PA 2008, including the
publicise’ newspapers and other publications that the
Section 48 Notice was published in.
Section 11 Section 49 Sets out how EPWM has had regard to the
‘Duty to take responses received to the TCPA
account of Consultation and DCO Consultation.
responses to
consultation
and publicity’
Section 12 EIA Related Provides a summary of the EIA related
Consultation consultation carried out by EPWM in
accordance with the 2017 EIA Regulations
in order facilitate the EIA process and the
preparation of the Environmental
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SECTION TITLE OVERVIEW
Statement (‘ES’) for the Proposed
Development.

Section 13 | Other Provides a summary of other consultation
consultation and engagement not covered by the above
and stages that has taken place during the pre-
engagement application stage.

Section 14 Next steps Sets out how EPWM intends to continue to
engage with consultees following the
submission of the Application and during
the examination process.

27.2

273

27.4

The appendices to this Consultation Report have been numbered so as to
correspond with the relevant section of the report where they are first
referred to. For example, the appendices that are first referred to in section
5 of this Consultation Report are numbered as Appendix 5.1, 5.2, 5.3 and so
on. This makes clear which section of the Consultation Report the
appendices relate to.

Consultation responses received from members of the public have been
included within this Consultation Report, though personal details have been
redacted.

As confirmed above, PINS Advice Note 14 ‘Compiling the consultation
report? provides guidance on the structure and content of consultation
reports. Table 2.2 identifies how the structure and content of this
Consultation Report complies with this guidance and where the information
is provided.

Table 2.2: Compliance with PINS Advice Note 14

SECTION OF RECOMMENDATION WHERE ADDRESSED IN
ADVICE FROM ADVICE NOTE 14 THE CONSULTATION
NOTE REPORT
Explanatory A quick reference guide to | Table 1.1 in the ‘Summary’
Text the pre-application stage to the Consultation Report

should be provided near
the start of the report in
bullet point form,
summarising all
consultation activity in
chronological order. This
section should define the
whole pre-application

provides a quick reference
guide to the pre-application
consultation carried out by
EPWM. This summarises
all the key consultation
stages in chronological
order, where possible.

2 Advice note 14: Compiling the consultation report (Planning Inspectorate, 2012). Retrieved from:

https://infrastructure.planninginspectorate.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2013/04/Advice-note-14v2.pdf
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SECTION OF
ADVICE
NOTE

RECOMMENDATION
FROM ADVICE NOTE 14

WHERE ADDRESSED IN
THE CONSULTATION
REPORT

consultation and explain
the relationship between
any informal consultation
that may have taken place
and statutory consultation
carried out under the PA
2008.

Consultation
with prescribed
consultees
(section 42)

The applicant should
include a full list of the
prescribed consultees as
part of the report. If the list
varies in any way from
Schedule 1 of the APFP
Regulations (as amended)
this should be robustly
justified.

A short description of how
Section 43 of the PA 2008
has been applied to identify
relevant local authorities
should be included. This
could be supported by a
map showing the site and
identifying the boundaries
of the relevant authorities.
Those with an interest in
the land consulted under
Section 44 should be
identified as a distinct
element of the wider
Section 42 consultation.
Consultees who are
included in the BoR for
compulsory acquisition
purposes should be
highlighted in the
consolidated list of
prescribed consultees.

Section 42(a) — such
persons as may be
prescribed:

A list of such persons as
may be prescribed (the
‘prescribed persons’)
consulted as part of the
consultation is provided at
Appendix 6.1 and Appendix
6.2. Where certain
prescribed persons listed in
Schedule 1 of the APFP
Regulations were not
consulted, this is explained
in Appendix 6.1.

The tables confirm when
the prescribed persons
were consulted.

Section 42(aa) — the Marine
Management Organisation:

Section 6 confirms that the
MMO was consulted.

Section 42(b) — each local
authority that is within
Section 43:

The approach taken to
identifying relevant local
authorities is described in
section 6. The local
authority boundaries are
shown in Appendix 6.3 and
each authority and its
category (A, B, CorD)is
listed in Table 6.1 of
section 6.
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SECTION OF
ADVICE
NOTE

RECOMMENDATION
FROM ADVICE NOTE 14

WHERE ADDRESSED IN
THE CONSULTATION
REPORT

Section 42(d) — each
person who is within one or
more of the categories set
out in section 44:

A list of those parties
consulted pursuant to
section 44 (the ‘Section 44
persons’) is provided at
Appendix 6.4.

Statement of
Community
Consultation

It would be helpful to
provide a summary of the
rationale behind the SoCC
methodology to assist the
SoS’s understanding of the
community consultation
and provide a context for
considering how the
consultation was
undertaken and how the
SoCC has been complied
with.

Evidence should be
submitted as part of the
report that shows which
local authorities were
consulted about the content
of the draft SoCC; what the
authorities’ comments
were; confirmation that they
were given 28 days to
provide their comments and
a description of how the
applicant had regard to the
authorities’ comments.
Copies of the published
SoCC as it appeared in the
local press should be
provided along with
confirmation of which local
newspapers it was
published in and when.
Where there were any
inconsistencies with the
SoCC, for example where
additional activities took

The preparation of,
consultation on and
publication of the SoCC is
covered at Section 4.

A summary of the rationale
behind the SoCC
methodology and the
definition of the public
consultation zone for the
section 47 local community
consultation is provided at
Section 4. Figure 4.1
shows the geographical
extent of the public
Consultation Zones relative
to the Site.

Copies of the
correspondence sent to the
relevant local authority
consulting them on the draft
SoCC pursuant to section
47 and providing in excess
of 30 days for the receipt of
comments are provided at
Appendix 5.1.

Table 5.1 sets out the
comments received from
the relevant local
authorities to the initial
round of non-statutory
consultation on the draft
SoCC, EPWM'’s response
and any changes made to
the draft SoCC.

A copy of the consultation
comments received is
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SECTION OF RECOMMENDATION WHERE ADDRESSED IN
ADVICE FROM ADVICE NOTE 14 THE CONSULTATION
NOTE REPORT
place that were not provided at Appendix 5.3.
included in the SoCC, then | Table 5.2 details the
this should be clearly newspapers that the SoCC
explained and justified. Notice was published in
The SoCC process is and the dates that this took
usually best dealt with as a | place. Copies of the SoCC
discrete section within the Notices as published are
report. provided at Appendix 5.5. A
copy of the final published
SoCC is provided at
Appendix 5.4.
Statutory A copy of the Section 48 A separate section has
publicity notice as it appeared in the | been provided on section
(Section 48) local and national 48 publicity at Section 10 of

newspapers, together with
a description of where the
notice was published and
confirmation of the time
period given for responses
should be included within
the report.

Applicants should provide
confirmation that the
Section 48 notice was sent
to the prescribed
consultees at the same
time the notice was
published.

Section 48 publicity is best
dealt as a separate section
within the report.

this report.

Section 10 provides
information on where the
Section 48 Notice was
published, the dates of
publication (Table 10.1)
and also the time period
given for responses.

An example copy of the
Section 48 Notice and
copies of the Section 48
Notice as published are
provided at Appendix 9.4.
Section 10 sets out the
dates when the Section 48
Notice was sent to the
prescribe consultees.
Section 10 confirms that
the Section 48 notice was
sent to the prescribed
consultees at the same
time the notice was
published.

Non-statutory
‘informal’
consultation

Any consultation not carried
out under the provisions of
the PA 2008 should be
clearly indicated and
identified separately in the
report from the statutory
consultation.

Section 4 describes the
initial consultation and
engagement undertaken on
the TCPA Consented
Development.

Section 13 identifies other
consultation undertaken
following the end of the
statutory consultation
period.
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SECTION OF RECOMMENDATION WHERE ADDRESSED IN
ADVICE FROM ADVICE NOTE 14 THE CONSULTATION
NOTE REPORT
EIA Consultation undertaken as | EIA related consultation,
Regulations part of the EIA regime is including that in relation to

consultation

separate to that required
under the PA 2008.
Applicants may wish to
draw attention to
consultation responses
received under the EIA
process, but any reference
to this consultation should
be kept separate from the
statutory consultation
carried out under the
provisions of the PA 2008.

scoping, the development
of the Preliminary
Environmental Information
Report (‘PEIR’) for the
consultation, compliance
with EIA Regulation 13 and
dialogue relating to the
preparation of the
Environmental Statement
(‘ES’) is summarised in a
separate section (Section
12).

Issues led If the level of response was | The responses received to
approach significant it may be the statutory consultation
appropriate to group have been reviewed. The
responses under ‘headline | approach that has been
issues’ (themes). Care taken to dealing with
must be taken to ensure responses to consultation is
that in doing this the explained within Section
responses are not 11.
presented in a misleading The approach taken by
way or out of context from | EPWM to responses
the original views of the received has been to
consultee. Where this review these and identify
approach has been theme/ topic headings and
adopted it should be clearly | then to provide a summary
identified and explained in | of the issues raised in
the main body of the report, | respect of those theme/
including any safeguards topic headings. These
and cross checking that have been checked to
took place to ensure that ensure that they accurately
the responses were capture the issues raised.
grouped appropriately. A response has then been
provided to those issues.
The theme/ topic headings
and summary of issues for
each, including responses
from EPWM are set out in
Tables 11.1 and 11.2 at
Section 11.
Summary of A list of the individual Section 11 (Tables 11.1
responses responses received should | and 11.2) provides a

be provided and
categorised in an
appropriate way. We

summary of the responses
received from consultees
grouped under sections 42
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SECTION OF
ADVICE
NOTE

RECOMMENDATION
FROM ADVICE NOTE 14

WHERE ADDRESSED IN
THE CONSULTATION
REPORT

advise that applicants
group responses under the
three strands of
consultation as follows:
Section 42 prescribed
consultees (including S.43
and S.44)

Section 47 community
consultees

Section 48 responses to
statutory publicity.

The list should also make
further distinction within
those categories by sorting
responses according to
whether they contain
comments which have led
to changes to matters such
as siting, route, design,
form or scale of the scheme
itself, or to mitigation or
compensatory measures
proposed, or have led to no
change.

A summary of responses
by appropriate category
together with a clear
explanation of the reason
responses have led to no
change should also be
included, including where
responses have been
received after the deadline
set by the applicant. lItis
important that where areas
of disagreement have not
been resolved, the reasons
why are set out clearly in
the summary.

and 47; how EPWM has
taken account of those
responses; and whether the
responses have led to
changes to the Proposed
Development.

No responses were
received to the Section 48
publicity.

Phased
approach

Where a phased approach
to consultation was
undertaken then this can be
reflected in the structure of
the report and in the
summary of responses.

The application only
undertook one stage of
consultation for the DCO.
Where relevant the
consultation undertaken for
the TCPA Consented
Development has been
referenced for context.
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SECTION OF RECOMMENDATION WHERE ADDRESSED IN
ADVICE FROM ADVICE NOTE 14 THE CONSULTATION
NOTE REPORT
Request for It is important that the Table 3.2 in Section 3
responses consultation report is clear | provides a quick reference
and that the SoS can as to how EPWM has met
quickly identify whether all of the statutory
applicants have met all requirements relating to
statutory requirements. pre-application
The applicant may be consultation. This includes
asked to provide a copy of | evidence of compliance
all consultation responses and where this is
that have been received. referenced and contained
within this Consultation
Report.
The consultation responses
received can be made
available to PINS on
request.
Data Applicants should ensure Personal information which
Protection the consultation report could be used to identify

complies with the Data
Protection Act 1998 and
addresses and other
contact information are
treated appropriately.

anyone (such as names
and contact information,
telephone numbers and
email addresses) of
consultees has been
omitted.
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3.0

3.1.1

3.2
3.2.1

3.2.2

3.2.3

3.24

3.2.5

LEGISLATIVE CONTEXT, RELEVANT GUIDANCE AND
COMPLIANCE

This section provides a summary of the legislative context for NSIPs,
including the legislative requirements and relevant guidance relating to pre-
application consultation and publicity.

It includes a ‘checklist’ (Table 3.2) based upon the PINS ‘Section 55
Acceptance of Applications Checklist’ (October 2019) in order to provide a
quick reference guide as to how EPWM'’s consultation has complied with the
legislative requirements for pre-application consultation and publicity, and
where this is referenced and evidenced within this Consultation Report.

Overview of the DCO regime

The Proposed Development, as an onshore generating station with a
capacity of more than 50 MW, falls within the definition of a NSIP under
sections 14(1)(a) and 15(2) of the PA 2008. It is, therefore, necessary (as
specified in section 31 of the PA 2008) for EPWM to apply to the SoS (via
PINS) for a DCO to construct, operate and maintain the Proposed
Development.

PINS is responsible for examining the DCO application and making a
recommendation to the relevant SoS, in this case for BEIS, who then takes
the decision as to whether a DCO should be made authorising the project. A
DCO grants consent for a proposed development, and can also include a
range of other consents and licences.

Under the DCO regime, the primary policy framework for examining and
determining applications is provided by National Policy Statements (‘NPSs’).
Section 5 of the PA 2008 allows the SoS to designate NPSs setting out
national policy in relation to the types of NSIPs listed at section 14 of the PA
2008.

Where a relevant NPS has been designated, section 104 requires the SoS to
determine applications for NSIPs in accordance with the relevant NPSs
unless this would:

¢ l|ead to the UK being in breach of its international obligations;
e be in breach of any statutory duty that applies to the SoS;
e be unlawful;

e result in the adverse impacts of the development outweighing the benefits;
or

e be contrary to regulations about how decisions are to be taken.

Should the NPSs not have effect at the time of the decision on the
Application the criteria in Section 105 of the PA 2008 (‘Decisions in cases
where no national policy statement has effect’) may apply. Both Sections
104 and 105 require consideration of other planning policy, and other
matters that may be important and relevant to the consideration of the
Application, including contrary enactments and international obligations.
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3.2.6 In making decisions on NSIPs, the PA 2008 (section 104) also states that
the SoS must have regard to any ‘local impact report’ submitted by a
relevant local authority, any relevant matters prescribed in regulations,
appropriate marine policy and any other matters that the SoS thinks are both
‘important and relevant’.

3.2.7 In July 2011 the SoS designated a number of NPSs relating to nationally
significant energy infrastructure. These include an ‘Overarching’ NPS for
Energy which sets out the Government’s policy for the delivery of major
energy infrastructure, and five NPSs relating to specific types of energy
projects. These are to be read in conjunction with the overarching NPS,
where they are relevant to an application.

3.2.8 The NPSs that are considered to be of direct relevance to the Proposed
Development are as follows:

e NPS EN1 — Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy;
e NPS EN2 - Fossil Fuel Electricity Generating Infrastructure;

e NPS EN3 - For Renewable Energy; and

e NPS ENS5 — Electricity Networks.

3.29 Part 3 of EN-1 ‘The Need for New Nationally Significant Energy
Infrastructure Projects’ defines and sets out the need that exists for
nationally significant energy infrastructure. = Notably, paragraph 3.1.3
stresses that the SoS should assess applications for DCOs for the types of
infrastructure covered by the energy NPSs on the basis that the Government
has demonstrated that there is a need for those types of infrastructure and
that the scale and urgency of that need is as described for each of them.
Paragraph 3.1.4 continues by stating that the SoS should give substantial
weight to the contribution that all projects would make toward satisfying this
need when considering applications under the PA 2008. The NPSs also
establish assessment criteria.

3.2.10 The above NPSs and the need for the Proposed Development are
considered in greater detail within the Planning Design and Access
Statement (Document Ref: 5.5).

3.3 Legislative requirements for pre-application consultation and publicity

3.3.1 The legislative framework and the requirements relating to pre-application
consultation and publicity for NSIPs are set out within the following:

o the PA 2008;
e the APFP Regulations; and
e the 2017 EIA Regulations.

3.3.2 The key legislative requirements for applicants to follow in relation to pre-
application consultation and publicity are summarised in Table 3.1.

Table 3.1: Requirements for pre-application consultation & publicity
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SECTION OF PA
2008/ RELEVANT
REGULATION

LEGISLATIVE REQUIREMENT

Section 37:
Applications for
orders granting
development
consent

Section 37(3) requires that any application for a
DCO must be accompanied by a consultation report,
which provides details of what has been done to
comply with sections 52, 47 and 48, any relevant
responses received to consultation and the account
taken of those responses.

Section 47: Duty to
consult local
community

Applicants must prepare a SoCC explaining how
they intend to consult the people living within the
vicinity of the proposed development land. Before
finalising the SoCC, the applicant must consult the
relevant local authorities about what is to be
included within it, provide a period for comments of
at least 28 days starting with the day after the day
the SoCC is received, and have regard to any
comments received before the deadline.

The applicant must make the final SoCC available
for inspection by the public in a location that is
reasonably convenient for people living within the
vicinity of the land, publish notice of the SoCC (a
SoCC Notice) in a locally circulating newspaper, and
then carry out the consultation in accordance with
the SoCC.

Section 42: Duty to
consult

Applicants must consult the following about the
proposed application for at least 28 days starting
with the day after the day the consultation
documents are received (section 45):

e section 42(a) such persons as may be prescribed
— the persons are set out in Schedule 1 to the
APFP Regulations;

e section 42 (aa) the Marine Management
Organisation, in any case where the proposed
development would affect, or would be likely to
affect, any of the areas specified in subsection (2)
(being waters in or adjacent to England up to the
seaward limits of the territorial sea);

e section 42(b) each local authority that is within
Section 43;

e section 42(c) the Greater London Authority if the
land is in Greater London; and

e section 42(d) each person who is within one or
more of the categories set out in section 44 (i.e.
affected and potentially affected landowners,
including occupiers, tenants, lessees and other
affected persons).

Section 46: Duty to

The applicant must notify the SoS of the start of the
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SECTION OF PA
2008/ RELEVANT
REGULATION

LEGISLATIVE REQUIREMENT

notify Secretary of
State of proposed
application

section 42 consultation and provide the SoS with the
same information as the applicant intends to send to
the Section 42 Consultees either at the same time
as or before commencing the section 42
consultation.

Section 48: Duty to
publicise

The applicant must publicise the proposed
application in the prescribed manner (by a Section
48 Notice), namely in accordance with APFP
Regulation 4(2) (as amended), once in a national
newspaper, once in the London Gazette, once in the
Lloyds List and appropriate fishing journal where
offshore development is involved, and for two
consecutive weeks in one or more local newspapers
circulating in the vicinity of the land to which the
proposed development relates. The deadline for the
receipt of responses stated in the Section 48 Notice
must not be less than 28 days following the date
when the notice is last published.

The Section 48 Notice must include the following

(APFP Regulation 4(3) as amended):

(a) the name and address of the applicant;

(b) a statement that the applicant intends to make
an application for development consent to the
Secretary of State;

(c) a statement as to whether the application is EIA
development;

(d) a summary of the main proposals, specifying the
location or route of the proposed development;

(e) a statement that the documents, plans and maps
showing the nature and location of the proposed
development are available for inspection free of
charge at the places (including at least one
address in the vicinity of the proposed
development) and times set out in the notice;

(f) the latest date on which those documents, plans
and maps will be available for inspection;

(g) whether a charge will be made for copies of any

of the documents, plans or maps and the

amount of any charge;

details of how to respond to the publicity; and

a deadline for receipt of those responses by the

applicant, being not less than 28 days following

the date when the notice is last published.

(h)
(i)

EIA Regulation 11:
Pre-application
publicity under

Where a proposed application is for EIA
development, the applicant must send a copy of the
section 48 Notice to all the consultation bodies
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SECTION OF PA LEGISLATIVE REQUIREMENT
2008/ RELEVANT

REGULATION

Section 48 (duty to | (‘consultation bodies’). This means (for the
publicise) purposes of the 2017 EIA Regulations) a body

prescribed under Section 42(1)) ‘such persons as
may be prescribed’, each local authority within
section 43 ‘Local authorities for the purposes of
section 42(1)(b) and any person notified to the
applicant by PINS in accordance with Regulation
11(1)(c)) of the 2017 EIA Regulations.

Section 49: Duty to | In finalising the project and DCO application, the

take account of applicant must have regard to any ‘relevant

responses to responses’ received to the section 42, 47 and 48
consultation and consultation and publicity. A ‘relevant response’
publicity means a response received to the section 42, 47

and 48 consultation and publicity before any
deadline imposed in accordance with the relevant
section of the PA 2008.

3.4 Relevant guidance

3.4.1 Relevant guidance relating to pre-application consultation and publicity is
provided by the following documents:

Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG): Planning
Act 2008: Guidance on the pre-application process (2015);

The Planning Inspectorate Advice Note Two: The role of local authorities
in the development consent process (Published February 2015 Version

1);

The Planning Inspectorate Advice Note Three: EIA consultation and
notification (Republished August 2017, version 7);

The Planning Inspectorate Advice Note Eight: Overview of the nationally
significant infrastructure planning process for members of the public and
others (Published December 2016);

The Planning Inspectorate Advice Note Eleven: Working with public
bodies in the infrastructure planning process (Republished November
2017, version 4); and

The Planning Inspectorate Advice Note Fourteen: Compiling the
consultation report (Republished April 2012, version 2).

3.5 Legislative compliance

3.5.1 The checklist in Table 3.2 sets out how EPWM'’s pre-application consultation
and publicity has complied with the legislative requirements of the PA 2008
(and related regulation) relating to pre-application consultation.  This
compliance exercise has been carried out against the PINS ‘Section 55
Application Acceptance Checklist and the acceptance criteria that are
relevant to pre-application consultation.
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Table 3.2: Compliance with PINS Section 55 ‘Application Acceptance Checklist’

Acceptance Checklist Criteria

Evidence of Compliance

Where addressed in the
Consultation Report

Section 55(3)(e): The Applicant in relation to

the application made has complied with Chapter 2 of Part 5 (pre-application procedure)

Did the Applicant (prior to carrying out EPWM notified the SoS under the 2017 EIA Regulations — | Section 7
consultation in accordance with s42) Regulation 8(1)(b) ‘Notification of Intention to Provide an

either (a) request the Planning Environmental Statement’ and Regulation 10(1) ‘Request
Inspectorate adopt a Screening Opinion in | for a Scoping Opinion’ on 21 August 2019.

respect of the development to which the

application relates, or (b) notify the

Planning Inspectorate in writing that it

proposed to provide an Environmental

Statement in respect of that

development?

Have any adequacy of consultation These will be provided by the relevant local authorities to | n/a

representations been received from “A”,
“B”, “C” and “D” authorities; and if so, do
they confirm that the applicant has

complied with the duties under sections

42,47 and 487

PINS.

Section 42: Duty to consult

Did the Applicant consult the applicable persons set out in s42 of the PA2008 about the proposed application?

Section 42(1)(a) persons prescribed (as
set out in Schedule 1 of the APFP
Regulations (as amended))

Yes — persons as prescribed were consulted by letter.
Letters were sent by Royal Mail First class post on 29
October 2019 as part of Section 42 Consultation. Each
letter was accompanied by a USB drive containing the
consultation documents and stated a deadline for the
receipt of consultation responses.

Section 7, Appendix 7.1.

Section 42(1)(aa) the Marine

The Marine Management Organisation (‘MMQ’) was

Section 6
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Acceptance Checklist Criteria

Evidence of Compliance

Where addressed in the
Consultation Report

Management Organisation if involving
offshore development

consulted. Letters were sent by Royal Mail First class
post on 29 October 2019 as part of Section 42
Consultation. Each letter was accompanied by a USB
drive containing the consultation documents and stated a
deadline for the receipt of consultation responses.

Section 42(1)(b) each local authority
within section 43

Yes — each local authority within section 43 was consulted
by letter sent by Royal Mail First class post on 29 October
2019 and email on 29 October 2019. The letter was
accompanied by a USB drive containing the consultation
documents and stated a deadline for the receipt of
consultation responses.

Section 6 (application of
Section 43), Table 6.1 (list
of local authorities) and
Appendix 7.1 (example
letter)

Section 42(1)(c) the Greater London
Authority (if in the Greater London area)

The Greater London Authority was not consulted as the
Proposed Development site does not involve land within
Greater London.

n/a

Section 42(1)(d) each person in one or
more of the Section 44 categories:
Category 1 — owner, lessee, tenant or
occupier of land; Category 2 — person
interested in the land or has the power to
sell and convey the land or release the
land; Category 3 — person entitled to
make a relevant claim

Yes — section 44 persons were consulted by letter sent by
Royal Mail First class post on 29 October 2019
accompanied by a USB drive containing the consultation
documents and stating a deadline for the receipt of
consultation responses.

Where EPWM were unable to establish the owner of land
or an interest in it, site notices were erected on or close to
the land in question and these were checked and
maintained during the consultation period.

In one case, a further section 44 party (mortgagee) was
identified after the consultation period. In this case a letter
was sent out to with a revised date for comments which
ensured the minimum 30-day consultation period was still
provided.

A full list of those parties
consulted pursuant to
Section 44 is provided at
Appendix 6.4 and an
example of the section 42
consultation letter is
provided at Appendix 7.1.

An example Site Notice is
included at Appendix 6.5
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Acceptance Checklist Criteria

Evidence of Compliance

Where addressed in the
Consultation Report

Section 45: Timetable for Section 42 Consultation

Did the Applicant notify Section 42
Consultees of the deadline for receipt of
consultation responses?

Yes — each of the letters issued to the Section 42
Consultees clearly stated a deadline for the receipt of
consultation responses.

Appendix 7.1 (example
section 42 consultation
letters)

Was the deadline notified by the Applicant
28 days or more starting with the day after
the receipt of the consultation

documents?

Yes — each of the letters was issued in advance of or at
the start of the Consultation and allowed at least 30 days
for responses, starting with the day after the receipt of the
letter and consultation documents.

The section 42 letters were sent by Royal Mail first class
post. In one case the Royal Mail was unable to deliver the
letter as the person was no ‘longer at the address’. Where
this was the case, following further investigation EPWM
re-sent the letter to an alternative email address and
accepted a response 6 days after the consultation
deadline. The original bounce-back letter was explained
by the consultee to be due to error in the mail reception at
their shared building.

All letters sent allowed sufficient time to provide the
necessary 30-day (30 days in accordance with the 2017
EIA Regulations) period before the deadline without any
need for extension.

In the one case, a further section 44 party (mortgagee)
was identified after the consultation period. In this case a
letter was sent out to with a revised date for comments
which ensured the minimum 30-day consultation period
was still provided.

Appendix 7.1 (example
Section 42 consultation
letters)
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Acceptance Checklist Criteria

Evidence of Compliance

Where addressed in the
Consultation Report

Section 46: Duty to notify Secretary of State of proposed Application

Did the Applicant supply information to
notify the Planning Inspectorate of the
proposed application?

Yes — EPWM notified the SoS of the Application before
the start of the Section 42 Consultation by email and letter
on 28 October 2019. The letter included a USB drive
containing the consultation documents that were issued to
the section 42 consultees.

Section 8 and Appendix
8.1 (Section 46
notification letter)

Appendix 8.2 (PINS
acknowledgement)

Was the information supplied to the
Planning Inspectorate the same as that
sent to the section 42 consultees?

Yes — the same consultation documents were supplied to
the SoS as were to be sent to the section 42 consultees,
in the same format (USB drive).

Appendix 7.1 (example
section 42 consultation
letters); and Section 8
and Appendix 8.1 (section
46 notification letter) and
Appendix 8.2 (PINS
acknowledgement)

Was this done on or before commencing
consultation under section 427

Yes — the section 46 notification was sent by email and
letter on 28 October 2019. The letters were sent to the
Section 42 Consultees on 29 October 2019.

Appendix 7.1 (example
section 42 consultation
letters); and Section 8
and Appendix 8.1 (section
46 notification letter)

Section 47: Duty to consult local community

Did the Applicant prepare a draft SoCC on
how it intended to consult people living in
the vicinity of the land?

Yes — a draft SoCC was produced.

Section 5 and Appendix
5.1 (copy of draft SoCC).

Were ‘B’ and (where relevant) ‘C’
authorities consulted about the content of
the SoCC?

Yes — NELC were consulted on the content of the draft
SoCC in September 2019 (statutory consultation).

The draft SoCC was issued by email.

There are no ‘C’ authorities for the area in which the

Section 5, Appendix 5.1,
Appendix 5.2.
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Acceptance Checklist Criteria

Evidence of Compliance

Where addressed in the
Consultation Report

Proposed Development is located.

Was the deadline for receipt of responses
28 days beginning with the day after the
day that the ‘B’ and (where applicable) ‘C’
authorities received the draft SoCC and
SoCC Notice?

Yes — for the statutory consultation on the SoCC, the
deadline stated in the correspondence dated 10
September 2019 referred to responses being provided by
9 October 2019.

There are no ‘C’ authorities for the area as noted above.

Section 5, Appendix 5.2
(EPWM’s SoCC
correspondence).

Has the Applicant had regard to any
responses received when preparing the
SoCC?

Yes — comments were received from NELC. EPWM had
regard to these in preparing the SoCC.

Section 5, Table 5.1

Has the SoCC been made available for
inspection in a way that is reasonably
convenient for people living in the vicinity
of the land; and has a notice been
published in a newspaper circulating in
the vicinity of the land which states where
and when the SoCC can be inspected?

Yes — the SoCC Notice was published in the Grimsby
Telegraph, Scunthorpe Telegraph and Hull Daily Mail on
24 October 2019. The SoCC Notice advised of three local
venues where the full SoCC could be inspected and the
times when the venues were open. The SoCC was also
available to view on the project website.

Section 5, Table 5.2
(newspapers for SoCC
Notice publication) and
Table 5.3 (venues for
inspection of the SoCC)

Appendix 5.5 (SoCC
Notice)

Has the Applicant carried out the
consultation in accordance with the
SoCC?

Yes — the commitments set out in the SoCC have been
fulfilled as follows: The consultation activities and methods
set out in the SoCC at Table 7.1 have taken place.

The Proposed Development website was updated ahead
of community consultations on both the home page and
the dedicated public consultation page. A subscribe for
updates feature was also included on the website.

A letter was sent to residents and businesses within the
Consultation Zone advising them of the consultation
period, the dates and times of the public consultation
events, how consultation materials can be accessed and
the deadline for submitting comments. Councillors were

Section 9 (general
compliance with the
SoCCQC).

Section 11 sets out how
EPWM has taken into
account the responses
received to its DCO
Consultation.
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Acceptance Checklist Criteria

Evidence of Compliance

Where addressed in the
Consultation Report

also contacted via email with the same information.

A press release was issued to national, regional and local
media and news distributors/ outlets. The press release
provided information on the Proposed Development and
the consultation.

The Applicant published notices in local newspapers
proposed in the SoCC (the Grimsby Telegraph, the
Scunthorpe Telegraph and the Hull Daily Mail) circulating
within and beyond the Consultation Zone advertising the
section 47 local community consultation and public
exhibitions.

Posters were published in locally accessible areas
providing information on the consultation. Additional to
the SOCC these were checked on a weekly basis to
ensure they remained in place.

Three public exhibitions were held (in Healing,
Stallingborough and Europarc).

Feedback forms were made available at the events and
online on the project website. Additional to the SOCC an
Frequently Asked Questions (‘FAQ’s’) type document
anticipating questions and ready answers was also
provided online and made available the public exhibitions.
Consultation documents, including the PEIR, were
displayed at the public exhibitions and the public
inspection locations in the SoCC. Public inspection
venues were checked on a weekly basis by the project
team.

The comments and feedback received during consultation
have been carefully recorded and taken into account by
EPWM in developing the Proposed Development.
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Acceptance Checklist Criteria

Evidence of Compliance

Where addressed in the
Consultation Report

The Applicant offered to provide copies of consultation
materials and documents in hard copy or electronic form
on request for a reasonable charge. No requests were
made.

Does the SoCC set out whether the
development is EIA development (EIA
Regulation 13)?

Yes — the SoCC confirms that the Proposed Development
is EIA development.

Section 5 and Appendix
5.4 (copy of final SoCC).

Does the SoCC set out how the Applicant
intends to publicise and consult on the
preliminary environmental information?

Yes — the SoCC confirmed that a PEIR would be prepared
for the Consultation and how this would be publicised and
made available (including at a number of inspection
locations and at the public exhibitions).

Section 5 and Appendix
5.4 (copy of final SoCC).

Section 48: Duty to publicise the proposed application

Did the Applicant publish a notice (APFP
Regulation 4(2)) for?

At least two successive weeks in one or
more local newspapers circulating within
the vicinity of the land?

Once in a national newspaper.

Once in the London Gazette and if the
land in Scotland, the Edinburgh Gazette?
Where the proposed development relates
to offshore development-

Once in the Lloyds List; and

Once in the appropriate fishing trade
journal.

Yes — a Section 48 Notice was published for two
successive weeks on 31 October 2019 and 07 November
2019 in local papers circulating within the vicinity of the
Site (the Grimsby Telegraph, the Scunthorpe Telegraph
and the Hull Daily Mail), once in a national newspaper (the
Guardian) on 31 October 2019, and the London Gazette
on 31 October 2019.

No land in Scotland is involved and no offshore
development is proposed.

Table 10.1 in Section 10
and Appendix 9.4 (copies
of the Section 48 Notices
as published in the
relevant newspapers and
publications).

Did the s48 notice include the required
information set out in Regulation 4(3) of
APFP Regulations:

The name and address of the applicant.

Yes — all Section 48 Notices included:

the name and address of EPWM;

a statement that EPWM intends to make an application for
a DCO;

Section 10, Appendix 9.4
(copies of the Section 48
Notices as published in

the relevant newspapers
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Acceptance Checklist Criteria

Evidence of Compliance

Where addressed in the
Consultation Report

A statement as to whether the application
is EIA development.

A statement that the documents, plans
and maps showing the nature and
location of the proposed development
area available for inspection free of
charge at the places (including at least
one address in the vicinity of the proposed
development) and times set out in the
notice?

Whether a charge will be made for copies
of any of the documents, plan or maps
and the amount of any charge.

A deadline for receipt of those responses
by the applicant, being not less than 28
days following the date when the notice is
last published.

a statement that the Proposed Development is EIA
development or that an EIA is being undertaken;

a summary of the Proposed Development, including its
location;

a statement that the consultation documents (including
plans and maps showing the location of the Proposed
Development) were available to inspect free of charge at
three venues within the vicinity of the Proposed
Development, including the times that the documents
could be inspected at these venues;

the latest date on which the consultation documents could
be inspected, which was on or after the last date for
consultation responses;

the charge that would be made for hard and USB copies
of the consultation documents and advised of the amount
of the charges;

details were provided of how to respond to the publicity.
This included the Proposed Development website, email
and freepost addresses and a telephone number;

each notice stated a deadline for the receipt of responses,
being in excess of 28 days and running from the date
when the section 48 notice was last published.

and publications).

Has a copy of the Section 48 Notice been
sent to the EIA consultation bodies and to
any person notified to the applicant in
accordance with EIA Regulation
(Regulation 13 of the 2017 EIA
Regulations, or where Regulation 37 of
the 2017 EIA Regulations applies,
Regulation 11 of the 2009 EIA

Yes — a copy of the Section 48 Notice was sent to the EIA
consultation bodies at the same time as the section 42
letters.

EPWM has not been notified of any EIA Regulation
11(1)(c) bodies by PINS and therefore none were
consulted.

Section 9, Appendix 9.4
(example 48 Notices) and
Appendix 6.1 (schedule of
EIA consultation bodies
notified).
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Acceptance Checklist Criteria

Evidence of Compliance

Where addressed in the
Consultation Report

Regulations)

Section 49: Duty to take account of responses to consultation and publicity

Has the Applicant had regard to any
relevant responses to the s42, s47 and
s48 consultation?

Yes — all responses received to the Consultation have
been considered by EPWM. This included the small
number of late responses.

Section 11, Table 11.1,
11.2.

Guidance about pre-application procedu

re

To what extent has the Applicant had
regard to statutory guidance ‘Planning Act
2008: Guidance on the pre-application
process’?

EPWM has complied with the requirements of the PA
2008 (and related regulation) as confirmed above. In
formulating its consultation approach and strategy and
undertaking its pre-application consultation and publicity
EPWM has also taken account of the DCLG guidance on
pre-application consultation.

Table 3.1 demonstrates
that the Applicant has
fully complied with the
pre-application
consultation requirements
of the PA 2008, while
Table 3.2 demonstrates
that the Applicant has
fully complied with PINS
application acceptance
criteria relating to
consultation.

In addition, Table 2.2 sets
out how the Applicant has
complied with the advice
relating to compiling and
preparing consultation
reports provided by PINS
Advice Note 14.

Section 3.4 lists the
Department of
Communities and Local
Government (DCLG),

April 2020

36




EP Waste Management Ltd

Document Reference: 5.1 Consultation Report

EP UK Investments

Acceptance Checklist Criteria

Evidence of Compliance

Where addressed in the
Consultation Report

PINS and other guidance
that the applicant has had
regard to in formulating its
consultation proposals
and carrying out the DCO
Consultation.
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3.5.2 Table 3.2 demonstrates that EPWM has complied with the pre-application
consultation and publicity requirements of the PA 2008.
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4.0
411

41.2

4.2
4.2.1

422

423

EPWM’S APPROACH TO CONSULTATION

EPWM progressed their DCO Consultation based upon a range of best
practice and local experience gained during the pre-application consultation
(carried out by EP SHB Limited), and engagement held during
determination, for the Consented Development.

This methodology followed legislative requirements from the Planning Act
2008 and focused on the need to provide a fair consultation that was
accessible and did not discriminate.

Definition of the DCO Consultation Zone

A key part of the DCO Consultation was the identification of an appropriate
consultation zone. The primary purpose of defining an area was to ensure
that the geographical extent of the local community consultation would be
proportionate and adequate, noting that section 47 of the PA 2008 requires
applicants to consult “people living in the vicinity of the land” of a proposed
application for a DCO.

The term ‘in the vicinity of is not defined by the PA 2008. The DCLG
guidance on pre-application consultation (‘Planning Act 2008: Guidance on
the pre-application process (2015)’) provides some guidance as to the extent
of consultation zones for community consultation at paragraph 36. It
indicates that where a proposed development would affect people living
within the “wider area” (e.g. through visual or other environmental effects)
they should be consulted. Furthermore, at paragraph 56 of the guidance
when referring to the requirement to consult those living in the vicinity of the
land, it states that applicants are:

“‘encouraged to consider consulting beyond this where they think doing so
may provide more information on the impacts of their proposals (e.g.
through visual impacts or increased traffic flow)”.

In view of the above, the extent of the 'Consultation Zone’ was set to an
approximate radius of 3.5 km which was adjusted to encompass the urban
areas of Great Coates, Healing, Stallingborough and the Kiln Lane Trading
Estate. This represented the area within which it was anticipated there was
most potential for occupiers and residents to be materially impacted by the
Proposed Development.
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Figure 4.1: Consultation Zone

4.3 Consultation Objectives

4.3.1 The approach to the DCO Consultation had the following objectives:

to raise awareness of the Proposed Development and provide the local
community and other stakeholders with the opportunity to understand and
comment on the proposals at different stages;

to provide clear and concise information on the Proposed Development;

to provide a range of means by which people can engage with the
Proposed Development and provide comments and feedback;

to ensure that comments and feedback are accurately captured and
recorded; and

to show how EPWM has taken account of the comments and feedback in
finalising its DCO Application.

4.4 Consultation best practice advice and guidance

4.4.1 In preparing the Consultation Strategy, EPWM had regard to the following
advice and guidance on pre-application consultation:

Department for Communities and Local Government (DCLG): Planning
Act 2008: Guidance on the pre-application process (2015).

The Planning Inspectorate Advice Note Two: The role of local authorities
in the development consent process (Published February 2015 Version

1).

The Planning Inspectorate Advice Note Three: EIA consultation and
notification (Republished August 2017, version 7).
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e The Planning Inspectorate Advice Note Eight: Overview of the nationally
significant infrastructure planning process for members of the public and
others (Published December 2016).

e The Planning Inspectorate Advice Note Eleven: Working with public
bodies in the infrastructure planning process (Republished November
2017, version 4).

e The Planning Inspectorate Advice Note Fourteen: Compiling the
consultation report (Republished April 2012, version 2).

e North East Lincolnshire Council Statement of Community Involvement
(Published February 2013)

e North East Lincolnshire Council Community Engagement Framework
(Published 2016)

4.4.2 In addition to the above documents it is noted that NELC began consultation
on their draft Statement of Community Involvement (‘SCI’) on 15 January
2020. This Consultation Report is a review of the adopted 2013 version and
focuses on how NELC will engage with the local community. Whilst this was
published after the statutory consultation, it is considered that the approach
to consultation undertaken by EPWM is in line with the principles set out in
Table 1.1 of the draft SCI of being clear about how to get involved, listening
to what consultees have to say, encouraging all communities to take part
and being accessible to the local community.

4.5 Consented Development Consultation Methods

451 As part of the Consented Development the following consultation methods
were used:

e consultation website;

e press releases;

e newspaper adverts in the Grimsby Telegraph, the Scunthorpe Telegraph;
e |ocal community advertisement letters;

e direct emails to Councillors and Parish Councils; and

e consultation exhibitions at two local venues in Healing and Europarc
Business Park.

4.5.2 Details of the non-statutory consultation undertaken is identified within the
Consented Development's Statement of Community Involvement at
Appendix 4.1.

4.6 Outcomes of the Consented Development Consultation

4.6.1 As a result of the Consented Development consultation, lessons were able
to be taken forward to the DCO Consultation and the preparation of the
SoCC.

4.6.2 Whilst the non-statutory consultation on the Consented Development was
carried out when the scheme was yet to be finalised, it was carried out at a
sufficiently detailed stage of design to enable information to be included,
which was clear on the goals of the proposal, but which also meant that the
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46.3

46.4

4.7
471

proposal could adapt to comments received prior to submission of the TCPA
application. Similar timing was therefore considered appropriate for the
DCO consultation.

The key finding from the Consented Development was that there was limited
interest in the proposals from the local population. This was also apparent
from the consultation carried out by NELC as part of their determination of
the Consented Development.

It was considered justifiable for the DCO Consultation to be undertaken as a
single stage; however, it was considered important for the DCO application
to expand the opportunity for comments by providing more exhibition dates,
enlarging the consultation zone and publishing additional notices in the Hull
Daily Mail.

Consultation methods

Table 4.1 sets out the methods of consultation that were included as part of
the DCO Consultation.

Table 4.1: DCO Consultation Methods

METHOD DETAILS

A website/ webpage was set up
(https://www.shbenergycentre.co.uk/) for publishing
updates and information on the Proposed
Development, including details of consultation events
and consultation materials (e.g. the SoCC, question
and answer sheets, feedback forms and public
exhibition boards) and also details of how to submit
comments and the deadline for these.

Project website

Briefings of local political representatives (e.g. county,
district and parish councillors) prior to the start of
public consultation events were offered.

Elected members
briefings

Letters were sent to the people living within the
Consultation Zone to advise them of pre-application
consultation events and how to make comments and
the deadline for these.

Community Letter

A letter was issued by email to the local councillors
and parish councils within and adjoining the

Letter to Political Consultation Zone. These provided local political
Representatives representatives with information on the consultation
and offered briefings in advance of the public
consultation events.

The publication of press releases and notices in local
and (as appropriate) national newspapers and other
publications to publicise the stages of consultation,

Newspaper adverts/
notices (Media)
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the consultation events, how to submit comments and
the deadline for these.

Site notices/ posters

Erection of notices at the Site boundary where they
could be viewed by the public, in addition to posters in
public areas within the Consultation Zone in order to
publicise the consultation, the consultation events,
how to submit comments and the deadline for these.

Public exhibitions

Public exhibitions within the Consultation Zone
provided an opportunity for the local community (and
others) to view the consultation documents and
materials and speak to EPWM and members of the
technical team.

Public inspection
locations

Locations were made available within the
Consultation Zone and in surrounding towns
(Immingham and Grimsby) where consultation
documents and materials would be deposited for
inspection by the local community (and others).

4.8 Recording, analysing and responding to DCO Consultation

4.8.1 Responses received to the DCO Consultation were recorded by EPWM and
reviewed. Comments were taken account of and responses to the
consultation comments were also made as appropriate.

4.8.2 The theme/ topic headings, summary of issues raised by the local
community and responses from EPWM are set out in Table 11.1 of this

Consultation Report.

April 2020

43



EP Waste Management Ltd EP UK Investments

Document Reference: 5.1 Consultation Report

5.0

5.1.1

5.2
5.2.1

5.2.2

5.2.3

5.3
5.3.1

5.3.2

STATEMENT OF COMMUNITY CONSULTATION:
PREPARATION AND CONSULTATION

This section sets out the approach that has been taken by EPWM in the
preparation of the SoCC, the non-statutory and statutory DCO Consultation
that has taken place with the host local authorities on the SoCC, the
feedback received and the changes made to the SoCC. The preparation of
the SoCC was informed by EPWM’s consultation strategy (see Section 4 of
this Report).

Legislative requirements

Section 47 of the PA 2008 places a duty on applicants for a DCO to consult
the ‘local community’. Subsection (1) requires the applicant to prepare a
SoCC setting out how it proposes to consult people living within the vicinity
of the land to which the application relates.

Subsection (2) goes on to state that in preparing the SoCC, the applicant
must consult each local authority that is within Section 43(1) about what is to
be in the statement. Section 43(1) states that a local authority is within this
section if the land (to which the application relates) is in the authority’s area.
The Project Land lies within the administrative area of NELC. As such,
EPWM consulted NELC (the host local authority) on the preparation of the
SoCC.

Under subsection (3) the applicant must provide the section 43(1) authorities
with a period of 28 days (beginning with the day after the authority receives
the draft SoCC) to respond to the consultation, while subsection (5) requires
the applicant to have regard to any response received before this deadline.
The applicant must then make the SoCC available for inspection by the
public and publish a notice in a newspaper circulating within the vicinity of
the land to which the application relates, stating where and when the SoCC
can be inspected (subsection (6)). Subsection (7) requires the consultation
to be carried out in accordance with the proposals set out in the SoCC.

Background to the preparation of the SoCC

Section 47 requires the applicant to consult people “living within the vicinity”
of the land to which the application relates. It does not, however, define by
what is meant by ‘within the vicinity’. The draft SoCC proposed a single
Consultation Zone of approximately 3.5 km. The circulation of the local
papers was also identified to allow people beyond the Consultation Zone to
be made aware. The extent of the Consultation Zone is shown in Figure 4.1
in Section 4 of this Report.

The draft SoCC set out a range of methods that it was proposed would be
used to consult the local community. These included providing updates on a
project website; public exhibitions; notices in local newspapers; displaying
notices and posters; and distributing letters to households and businesses
within the Consultation Zone (extending around 3.5 km from the centre of the
Site).
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5.4
5.4.1

5.4.2

543

Statutory consultation on the draft SoCC

NELC were notified in advance as to when EPWM would issue an initial draft
of the SoCC and agreed that they could provide comments within the
specified timeframe. EPWM issued an initial draft of the SoCC to NELC on
10 September 2019. Comments from NELC were requested by 9 October

2019.

Comments were received from NELC on 18 September 2019, and confirmed
as final in a secondary email on that date.

Table 5.1 sets out the comments received from NELC to the non-statutory
consultation on the initial draft SoCC, EPWM'’s response and any changes

made to the draft SoCC.

Table 5.1: Feedback on initial draft SoCC

NELC’S RESPONSE

EPWM’S RESPONSE/
CHANGE(S) TO THE SOCC

There is a spelling error on p5 para
2.2.1 — following’

Acknowledged and amended.

The reception at New Oxford
House, Grimsby is open 08.30am —
04.30pm Monday to Friday — this is
slightly different from that stated on
p19 and on the SoCC notice on
p22.

Acknowledged and amended.

Consider referring to the consented
application number on the SoCC
note p22 para 3.

Acknowledged. An additional
paragraph was included to refer to
the Consented Development at
paragraph 8.2.2.

Please note that the authority is
currently preparing a new SoCC. It
is not in the public domain as yet
and it is expected to be presented
to Cabinet in November with a view
to gaining approval to consult. You
may want to keep an eye out on the
Policy Sections of the website for
updates on this. An addendum to
your SoCC may be helpful as you
progress to reference this. Web
Page -
https://www.nelincs.gov.uk/planning
-and-development/planning-policy

Acknowledged that a SCI was
under preparation, however it was
not available at the time the SOCC
was finalised. The SCI was later
published in draft on 15 January
2020.

544

A copy of the draft SoCC and letter sent to NELC is included at Appendix 5.1
and Appendix 5.2 respectively. NELC’s comments to the consultation are

included at Appendix 5.3
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5.5 Publication of the SoCC Notice and final SoCC

551 The SoCC was finalised following the consultation with NELC, taking
account of comments received, which confirmed that no major amendments
were required. A copy of the final SoCC is provided at Appendix 5.4.

5.5.2 A SoCC Notice was subsequently published in local newspapers circulating
within the vicinity of the Site. The notices were published in two consecutive
weeks and the dates of these are identified in Table 5.2 below.

Table 5.2: SOCC newspaper notices
NEWSPAPER DATE SOCC NOTICE
PUBLISHED
Grimsby Telegraph 17t October 2019
24" October 2019
Scunthorpe Telegraph 17t October 2019
24" October 2019
Hull Daily Mail 17" October 2019
24" October 2019

5.5.3 The SoCC Notice advised that the full SoCC was available to inspect, free of
charge, from 11 October 2019 on the project website and at the following
venues:

Table 5.3: SoCC inspection venues
VENUE DETAILS OPENING HOURS

Immingham Library, Pelham Rd, Mon, Tues, Thurs & Fri: 8.30am to
Immingham, DN40 1QF 5.30pm

Wed & Sun: Closed

Sat: 9am to 1pm
Europarc Innovation Centre, Mon, Tues, Wed, Thurs & Fri:
Innovation Way, Europarc, Grimsby | 8.30am to 4.30pm
DN37 9TT Sat & Sun: Closed
North East Lincolnshire Council, Mon, Tues, Wed, Thurs & Fri:
ENGIE, New Oxford House, 8:30am to 4:30pm
George Street, Grimsby, DN31 1HB | Sat & Sun: Closed

554 The SoCC Notice also confirmed that requests for a copy of the final SoCC
could be made by:

e Post: SHBEC Consultation, c/o DWD, 6 New Bridge Street, London,
EC4V 6AB
e Email: consultation@shbenergycentre.co.uk
55,5 The SoCC Notice template is provided at Appendix 5.5 and copies of the

SoCC Notice as it appeared in the local newspapers are provided at
Appendix 5.6.
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6.0
6.1.1

6.2
6.2.1

6.2.2

6.2.3

6.2.4

6.2.5

6.2.6

CONSULTATION: IDENTIFYING CONSULTEES

This section explains how EPWM identified those persons listed at section
42 of the PA 2008 (the ‘Section 42 Consultees’) and confirms who was
consulted. It also lists those other persons that there was no statutory duty
to consult but who EPWM considered should be consulted as they may be
interested in the Proposed Development (the ‘Non-Prescribed Consultees’).

Section 42 ‘Duty to consult’

Section 42 of the PA 2008 states that the applicant must consult the
following about a proposed application for a DCO:

e Section 42(a) — such persons as may be prescribed;

e Section 42(aa) — the MMO, in any case where the project would affect, or
would be likely to affect, any of the areas specified in subsection (i.e. tidal
or offshore areas);

e Section 42(b) — each local authority that is within Section 43;

e Section 42(c) — the Greater London Authority if the land is in Greater
London. This is not relevant to the Proposed Development and is
therefore not considered further in this section; and

e Section 42(d) — each person who is within one or more of the categories
set out in Section 44.

Section 42(a) — Such persons as may be prescribed

‘Such persons as may be prescribed’ (hereafter referred to as ‘prescribed
consultees’) were identified by reference to Schedule 1 of the APFP
Regulations, which lists all prescribed consultees and the circumstances
when they must be consulted about a proposed application for a DCO.

In addition, EPWM has had regard to PINS Advice Note 3 ‘EIA consultation
and notification’ (August 2017), which provides advice and guidance on the
identification of prescribed consultees. In identifying those to consult,
EPWM applied the ‘Circumstances Test’ set out in Annex 1 of Advice Note 3.
Where there was any uncertainty or doubt as whether or not to include a
consultee, EPWM erred on the side of caution and included that consultee
on the list of those to be consulted.

In identifying prescribed consultees, EPWM also reviewed bodies notified by
PINS under EIA Regulation 9(1)(a) in connection with its EIA scoping
consultation.

The table at Appendix 6.1 lists all of the prescribed consultees (other than
statutory undertakers) from Schedule 1 of the APFP Regulations and
identifies those that were consulted pursuant to section 42 and the date on
which they were consulted. It also confirms why certain prescribed
consultees were not consulted.

Schedule 1 of the APFP Regulations refers to the need to consult ‘relevant
statutory undertakers’ where applications are likely to affect their functions
as statutory undertakers.  Statutory undertakers were identified with
reference to Annex 1 of PINS Advice Note 3, as well as from utility searches
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6.2.7

6.2.8

6.2.9

6.2.10

6.2.11

6.2.12

6.2.13

6.2.14

and publicly available information such as lists of gas and electricity licence
holders.

Due to the number of statutory undertakers of potential relevance, these
have been listed separately in the table at Appendix 6.2, including those who
were consulted and the dates on which this took place.

Section 42(aa) — the Marine Management Organisation

The MMO must be consulted in any case where a proposed development
would affect, or would be likely to affect, any relevant areas specified in
Section 42(2).

The MMO was consulted on a precautionary basis and no response was
received.

Section 42(b) — Each local authority that is within section 43

The relevant local authorities to be consulted were identified by applying
section 43, subsections (1), (2) and (2A). These sub-sections provide the
tests to identify which host and neighbouring authorities need to be
consulted.

Section 43(1) confirms that a local authority is within section 43 if the land (to
which the application relates) is in that authority’s area (the ‘B’ authority).

Section 43(2) goes on to state that a local authority (the ‘A’ authority) is
within the section if:

Subsection 43(2A) states that if the land is within the area of an upper-tier
county council (a ‘C’ authority), a local authority (a ‘D’ authority) is within the
section if:

e (a) ‘D’ is not a lower-tier district council; and

e (b) any part of the boundary of ‘D’s’ area is also part of the boundary of
‘C’s’ area.

The relevant local authorities for the purposes of section 43 and the

Proposed Development are set out in Table 6.1 along with the dates on
which they were consulted.

Table 6.1: Relevant Local Authorities

AUTHORITY CATEGORY OF DATE CONSULTED
AUTHORITY
North East Lincolnshire | B 29 October 2019 (letter
Council and email)
North Lincolnshire A 29 October 2019 (letter
Council and email)
West Lindsey District A 29 October 2019 (letter
Council and email)
East Lindsey District A 29 October 2019 (letter
Council and email)
Lincolnshire County A 29 October 2019 (letter
Council and email)
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6.2.15 A map showing the boundaries of the above local authorities relative to the

6.2.16

6.2.17

6.2.18

6.2.19

6.2.20

location of the Site and other local authorities is provided at Appendix 6.3.

The Site is not within the area of an upper-tier county council, and therefore
categories 'C' and 'D' from section 43 are not relevant.

Section 42(d) — Each person in one or more of the cateqgories set out in
Section 44

Section 44 defines the categories of persons to be consulted for the
purposes of Section 42(d). These are as follows:

e Category 1 - an owner, lessee, tenant (whatever the tenancy period) or
occupier of the land.

e Category 2 - a person interested in the land, or who has the power to sell
and convey the land, or to release the land.

e Category 3 - if the applicant thinks that, if the DCO were to be made and
fully implemented, the person would or might be entitled (a) as a result of
the implementing of the order, (b) as a result of the order having been
implemented, or (c) as a result of use of the land once the order has been
implemented, to make a relevant claim.

A ‘relevant claim’ is defined by section 44(6) as meaning:

e (a) a claim under Section 10 of the Compulsory Purchase Act 1965
(compensation where satisfaction not made for the taking, or injurious
affection, of land subject to compulsory purchase);

e (b) a claim under Part 1 of the Land Compensation Act 1973
(compensation for depreciation of land value by physical factors cause by
use of public works); and

e (c) a claim under Section 152(3) of the PA 2008 (compensation in case
where no right to claim in nuisance).

Section 44 places a duty on the applicant to make ‘diligent inquiry’ as to the
identification of Category 1, 2, or 3 persons (the ‘Section 44 persons’). The
term ‘diligent inquiry’ is not defined for the purposes of the PA 2008. It sets
a threshold of inquiry to allow the termination of that inquiry when reasonable
and recognised avenues of research have been exhausted. The methods
employed by EPWM to seek to ensure that all Section 44 persons were
identified and consulted included: searches at the Land Registry and
interrogation of title registers and documents held by the Land Registry;
searches for registered correspondence to the address (where appropriate);
site visits; liaison with EPWM personnel with knowledge of the Site and local
area; review of legal title reports relating to EPWM’s land ownership; and
Companies House searches.

Where an interest remained in ‘unknown’ ownership or where it was not
clear whether an interest existed or not (in each case following diligent
inquiry), EPWM erected a site notice on or close to the land in question as
part of the DCO Consultation. The other consultation methods employed
also had the potential to notify those interested in the relevant land of the
Proposed Development.
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6.2.21

6.2.22

6.2.23

6.2.24

6.2.25

6.3
6.3.1

6.4
6.4.1

The list of Section 44 persons for the DCO Consultation is included at
Appendix 6.4.

As noted above, a total of 6 site notices were erected close to land where
the ownership was unknown or where a person had been identified but it
was not certain that they were the only relevant person. These notices were
monitored regularly throughout the consultation period and replaced if
damaged. An example site notice is included at Appendix 6.5.

‘Non-prescribed’ Consultees

As confirmed above, EPWM took the decision to consult a number of Non-
Prescribed Consultees, who, although there was no statutory duty to consult,
it was considered may be interested in the Proposed Development. These
Non-Prescribed Consultees were consulted at the start of the DCO
Consultation on 29 October 2019. The Non-Prescribed Consultees were
consulted in the same manner and provided with the same information as
the Section 42 Consultees.

The Non-prescribed Consultees were identified as organisations and groups
that EPWM considered may be interested in the Proposed Development.

The Non-Prescribed Consultees who were consulted are listed in the table at
Appendix 6.6.

Section 47 ‘Duty to consult local community’

Section 47 of the PA 2008 places a duty on the applicant to consult the local
community, that is, the people living within the vicinity of the land to which
the application for a DCO relates. EPWM'’s approach to consulting the local
community is set out in Section 4 and in the published SoCC at Appendix
5.4,

Section 48 ‘Duty to publicise’

Section 48 of the PA 2008 places a duty on the applicant to publicise a
proposed application for a DCO in the ‘prescribed manner’. Section 48 and
the associated APFP Regulation (Regulation 4) do not require EPWM to
identify particular consultees, and this duty is not therefore covered further in
this section.
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7.0 CONSULTATION: SECTION 42 ‘DUTY TO CONSULT’

7.1.1 This section sets out the consultation carried out as part of the DCO
Consultation in accordance with section 42 ‘Duty to consult’ of the PA 2008.
The DCO Consultation took place from 29 October to 13 December 2019.

7.1.2 At the same time as consulting persons under section 42, EPWM also
consulted a number of other persons who, while there was no statutory duty
to consult them, it was considered may be interested in the Proposed
Development. These Non-Prescribed Consultees were consulted in the
same manner and provided with access to the same information as the
Section 42 Consultees.

7.2 Who was consulted?

7.2.1 The section 42 consultation involved EPWM consulting the prescribed
persons (Section 6, Appendix 6.1 and Appendix 6.2), the relevant local
authorities under section 43 (Section 6, Table 6.1) and persons/ land
ownership interests falling within Categories 1, 2 and 3 of section 44
(Section 6 and Appendix 6.4). Consistent with EPWM’s objective to consult
widely on the Proposed Development, as confirmed above, the Non-
Prescribed Consultees (Section 6 and Appendix 6.6) were also consulted.

7.2.2 In total, 118 prescribed persons, relevant local authorities, relevant statutory
undertakers, land ownership interests and Non-Prescribed Consultees were
consulted.

7.3 How were they consulted?

7.3.1 The consultees (both prescribed and non-prescribed) were sent a
consultation letter by Royal Mail first class delivery. Letters were sent to the
Section 42 Consultees on 29 October 2019. The letters explained why each
consultee was being consulted, provided background information on the
Proposed Development and summarised its main components (example
letters are included at Appendix 7.1).

7.3.2 In one case a letter was sent to a consultee at the incorrect local authority
Local Resilience Forum, this was corrected a day after the original posting
date and the required 30 days of consultation was still provided.

7.3.3 In one case Royal Mail were unable to deliver the letter, because the person
was no longer at the address. In this case, EPWM obtained alternative
contact details and re-provided the letter to them via email seeking a
consultation response. Their response was received on the 19 December
2019, six days after the requested deadline, and it was confirmed via email
response that the comments would still be taken in to consideration. Within
the receipt of the consultation response it was confirmed that the returned
mail was due to an error in the mail reception at the person’s shared
building.

7.3.4 Also, with regard to section 44 persons, where the land referencing was
unable to establish the owner of or other person interested in the land within
the Site, or where an owner had been identified but it was not certain that
they were the only relevant person, EPWM erected site notices in locations
around the Site in areas close to these land ownership interests (see
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7.3.5

7.4
7.4.1

7.4.2

7.4.3

7.4.4

Appendix 5.5). The site notices advised where hard copies of the
consultation documents could be inspected, provided a link to the project
website, and stated a deadline for the receipt of responses.

In one case, a further section 42 person (a mortgagee) was identified after
the DCO Consultation period (between 28 October to 13 December 2019).
In this case a letter was sent out with a revised date for comments which
ensured the minimum 30-day consultation period was still provided.

Information provided as part of the DCO Consultation

The letters sent to the statutory consultees as part of the DCO Consultation
were accompanied by a USB drive containing the following consultation
documents:

e Site Location Plan (Figure 1.1 of the PEIR);

¢ a plan showing the extent of the Site (the DCO application site boundary)
edged in red and the main parts of the Site, including the Main
Development Area that would accommodate the EfW power station
(Figure 3.1 of the PEIR);

e a plan showing the indicative Proposed Development layout (Figure 4.1 of
the PEIR);

¢ indicative 3D visualisations of the Proposed Development;

e the Preliminary Environmental Information Report (‘PEIR’) and its Non-
technical Summary; and

o the Section 48 Notice that was published.

Website details to access documents online were also provided on the letter
to ensure a secondary way of accessing the documents.

The Non-Prescribed Consultees, were also provided with a USB drive
containing the above referenced documents.

The full PEIR can be viewed at the link below:
https://www.shbenergycentre.co.uk/development-consent-order-application/

7.5

7.5.1

7.5.2

How could feedback be provided/ what was the deadline for
comments?

The consultation letters advised of a variety of ways in which consultees
could respond as follows:

e Post: SHBEC Consultation, c/o DWD, 6 New Bridge Street, EC4V 6AB
e E-mail: consultation@shbenergycentre.co.uk

o Website: https://www.shbenergycentre.co.uk/

¢ In Person: providing feedback at the public exhibitions.

The letters sent clearly stated that the deadline for the receipt of responses
was 13 December 2019 at no later than 11:59pm. Therefore, providing
people with in excess of the 28- and 30-day periods to respond required by
Section 45 and the 2017 EIA Regulations (respectively).

April 2020

52



EP Waste Management Ltd EP UK Investments

Document Reference: 5.1 Consultation Report

7.6
7.6.1

7.6.2

7.6.3

7.6.4

1.7
7.7.1

Response to the consultation

A total of 24 separate consultees responded to the section 42 consultation.
The majority of the responses were received from the prescribed consultees.
A small number of responses were submitted after the relevant consultation
deadlines; however, EPWM still took these into account.

Of the responses received, approximately 9 raised specific comments/
issues on the Proposed Development or requested further information, with
the remainder either confirming that the consultee had no comments to
make or merely acknowledging receipt of the consultation letter and
documents.

The responses received to the consultation are provided at Appendix 7.2.

A summary of the issues raised by consultees is provided in Table 11.2 in
Section 11 (and is therefore not repeated here), along with information on
how EPWM has had regard to these.

Compliance with section 42

EPWM considers that the DCO Consultation undertaken has complied with
the requirements of the PA 2008 as demonstrated in Section 3 at Table 3.2.
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8.0

8.1.1

CONSULTATION: SECTION 46 ‘DUTY TO NOTIFY
SECRETARY OF STATE OF PROPOSED APPLICATION’

Section 46 of the PA 2008 places a duty on the applicant for a DCO to notify
the SoS of the Section 42 consultation that it is to carry out. The applicant
must comply with this requirement either before or at the same time as
commencing the Section 42 consultation as part of the DCO Consultation.
In doing so, the applicant must send to the SoS the same information that is
to be provided to the Section 42 Consultees.

EPWM commenced the Section 42 consultation on 29 October 2019 (letters
were sent to the Section 42 Consultees and the Non-Prescribed Consultees
on 29 October 2019).

In accordance with section 46, PINS (on behalf of the SoS) was notified of
the start of the Section 42 consultation on 28 October 2019, prior to the start
of that consultation on 29 October 2019. The letter was accompanied by a
USB drive containing the same consultation documents that were to be sent
to the Section 42 Consultees. A copy of the Section 46 Notification is
provided at Appendix 8.1.

PINS acknowledged receipt of the Section 46 notification by email on 5
November with a letter dated 1 November 2019. A copy of the PINS
acknowledgement letter is provided at Appendix 8.2. EPWM therefore
complied with Section 46 of the PA 2008.
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9.0

9.1.1

9.2
9.2.1

9.2.2

9.3
9.3.1

CONSULTATION: SECTION 47 ‘DUTY TO CONSULT LOCAL
COMMUNITY’

This section sets out the local community consultation carried out as part of
the DCO Consultation in accordance with section 47 ‘Duty to consult local
community’ of the PA 2008. This DCO Consultation was undertaken in
accordance with the approach and methods set out in the final SoCC. The
compliance of the DCO Consultation with the SoCC is considered further
below.

The DCO Consultation took place from 29 October to 13 December 2019.
The primary purpose of the consultation was to seek views on the Proposed
Development and update the local community on the progress that had been
made, including decisions that had been made in respect of the Consented
Development. The DCO Consultation constituted EPWM'’s statutory
consultation pursuant to section 47.

Who was consulted?

A consultation letter was sent to 2,542 residents and businesses within the
Consultation Zone. The letter drop was carried out by specialist delivery
company Direct Letterbox Marketing. The letter was also emailed to local
political representatives and parish councils.

Notices were also placed in local newspapers advertising the consultation.
These newspapers are circulated across (and beyond) the Consultation
Zone and these ensured that people beyond the Consultation Zone were
made aware of the consultation. A number of other methods were employed
to advertise the DCO Consultation. These are explained further below.

How were they consulted?
The DCO Consultation was communicated as follows:
e press releases (included at Appendix 9.1);

e letters to local residents and businesses, providing information on the
Proposed Development (example letter included at Appendix 9.2) —
distributed 28 - 29 October 2019;

e posters erected in the local area in and around the Consultation Zone on
23 October 2018. These were placed in Immingham, Stallingborough,
Healing and Great Coates (example poster and locations posted included
at Appendix 9.3);

e newspaper notices in the Guardian on 31 October 2019, London Gazette
on 31 October 2019, Grimsby Telegraph on 31 October 2019 and 7
November 2019, Scunthorpe Telegraph on 31 October 2019 and 7
November 2019, and Hull Daily Mail on 31 October 2019 and 7 November
2019 (Appendix 9.4); and

e dedicated DCO consultation page on the project website, including
electronic versions of all consultation documents for download including
the exhibition boards (Appendix 9.5).
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9.3.2

9.3.3

9.34

9.3.5

9.4
9.4.1

9.4.2

9.4.3

944

945

9.4.6

Whilst not part of the SoCC, interested parties who had signed up to the
project website’s mailing list were sent an email on 1 November 2019 with
details on consultation events, how to comment and where consultation
materials could be found.

Details of the event were also shared by Invest North East Lincolnshire, part
of North East Lincolnshire Council, on their Twitter, LinkedIn, and sent to the
South Humber Bank Hoteliers Group.

Three public exhibitions were held within the Consultation Zone at Europarc
Innovation Centre, Grimsby on 12 November 2019, Stallingborough Village
Hall on 13 November 2019, and Healing Manor Hotel on 14 November 2019.
The exhibitions provided the public with an opportunity to access information
on the Proposed Development and to provide comments and ask questions.

Local political representatives were invited via e-mail to attend a briefing
prior to the public exhibition on the 14 November at Healing Manor Hotel (in
advance of opening the event to the general public).

What were they consulted upon/ what information was provided?

The local community and local political representatives were provided with
the same consultation documents supplied to the Section 42, 44, and non-
prescribed consultees, along with exhibition boards providing summary
information (in the exhibition and also downloadable from the project
website) and a ‘FAQ’ type document anticipating questions and ready
answers.

Paper copies of the PEIR and plans were available for reference at the
exhibitions.

The material included confirmation of work undertaken to develop the
proposals and the changes and decisions made since the TCPA consultation
on the Consented Development, as follows:

o the scheme appearance and layout; and

¢ the rationale and additional works required compared to the Consented
Development.

The DCO Consultation documents were also made available to the public at
inspection locations within the Consultation Zone. A list of the inspection
locations is included at Appendix 9.6.

A document of Frequently Asked Questions was also created for the
Consultation Events and added to the project webpage. This is provided at
Appendix 9.7.

Copies of the exhibition boards and photographs taken at the exhibitions are
provided at Appendix 9.8 and 9.9 respectively. The full PEIR can be viewed
at:

https://www.shbenergycentre.co.uk/development-consent-order-application/

9.4.7

Anyone who could not attend an exhibition could therefore obtain all
consultation documents and the exhibition boards via the project website, or
could read the consultation documents at one of the three deposit locations,
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9.5

9.5.1

9.5.2

9.6
9.6.1

9.6.2

9.6.3

9.6.4

or request copies via USB drive or CD for a charge of £15.00, or request
printed hard copies at a maximum charge of £150.00.

How could feedback be provided/ what was the deadline for
comments?

The DCO Consultation materials (e.g. letter, press releases, adverts, poster
and exhibition boards) advised the local community that feedback on the
Proposed Development could be provided by the following means:

e Post: SHBEC Consultation, c/o DWD, 6 New Bridge Street, EC4V 6AB
e E-mail: consultation@shbenergycentre.co.uk

e Website: https://www.shbenergycentre.co.uk/

e In person: providing feedback at the public exhibitions

The DCO Consultation materials clearly stated that the deadline for the
receipt of responses was 13 December 2019 no later than 11:59pm,
therefore providing consultees with in excess of 30 days to respond to the
consultation.

Response to the DCO Consultation

Over the three public exhibitions, a total of 39 people attended. Of these 39,
two were councillors (members of North East Lincolnshire Council) who had
accepted the invitation to the pre-engagement offer at the Healing Manor
Hotel. For context a total of 10 people attended the two consultation events
for the Consented Development, of these none were local councillors.

Exhibition attendees were encouraged to fill out a feedback form before
leaving, and after viewing the exhibition boards and other information.

The feedback form included the following key questions:

a multiple-choice question regarding whether the attendee thought the
Proposed Development location was appropriate (Question 4);

e a multiple-choice question regarding whether the attendee had positive or
negative views on the Proposed Development for an energy from waste
power station at the Site (Question 5);

e a multiple-choice question regarding whether the attendee had any
comments on the increased electrical capacity of the Proposed
Development compared to the Consented Development (Question 6);

e a multiple-choice question regarding if respondents had any comments
about the Preliminary Environmental Information Report and its Non-
Technical Summary (Question 7); and

e a multiple-choice question regarding if consultees had any comments on
the 3D visualisations (Question 8).

All questions relating to feedback on the Proposed Development included a
section for respondents to provide comments. A copy of the template
feedback form is included at Appendix 9.10 and themes raised are identified
in Table 9.1.
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9.6.5 A total of 4 feedback forms were completed at the exhibitions. For context

9.6.6

9.6.7

9.6.8

9.6.9
9.6.10

no feedback forms were received for the Consented Development. No
feedback forms were sent in via post or completed using the online survey.

All responses stated in response to Question 4 that they considered the Site
to be an appropriate location for an EfW power station.

All responses stated in response to Question 5 that they had a positive view
on the Site being developed for an EfW power station.

Three out of four attendees responded to Question 6 that they had no
comments on the increased electrical capacity. One respondent stated ‘As
mentioned to the tean’, this is a reference to a positive discussion about the
improved efficiency of the Proposed Development compared to the
Consented Development.

No comments were made on Questions 7 and 8.
Table 9.1 below identifies the comments received from the feedback forms.

Table 9.1: Comments from respondents

THEME COMMENT

Consultation materials Excellent presentation and very
informative. An environment
project worth having.

Improvements to consider Solar power on outer buildings.
Use of train to supply from
Immingham.

Cooling fans upgraded from the
condenser to cool water.

9.6.11

A further two emails were received on the DCO Consultation. These did not
relate to the feedback forms provided for the DCO Consultation; however,
the following comments were raised:

e Please monitor the effect of the increased worker traffic and mitigate any
problems arising.

e Please ensure that the site grounds and the area outside of the site are
kept clean from materials being transported to the site.

e Please consider allowing public access to the mitigation area be it
planned to be a wildflower area, trees or wetland.

e What are your plans to stop noxious discharges?

e Where is the rubbish coming from which will burnt in the EfW power
station, is it coming in by lorry or train?

e Will there be a large carbon footprint caused by bringing the waste to the
plant?

e How will the emissions be monitored, and what sort of emissions will there
be?
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9.6.12 A more detailed summary of the responses received and thematic analysis

9.7
9.7.1

9.7.2

9.7.3
9.8
9.8.1

are included at Tables 11.1 and 11.2. Redacted public consultation
responses are provided in Appendix 9.11.

Project Website

The project website provided consultees with the ability to review the project
details, download consultation documents, comment on the project and
subscribe for updates.

Between 17 October 2019 and 4 February 2020, a total of 891 site visits
were made to the website, of which 844 were unique visitors. Of these
visits, sessions lasted for an average of 2 minutes and 12 seconds.

Images of the project website are provided at Appendix 9.12.
Compliance with the SoCC

The section 47 consultation followed the consultation methods and
proposals set out in the published SoCC. Further details on this can be
found within Table 3.2 of this Consultati3on Report.
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10.0
10.1.1

10.1.2

10.1.3

10.1.4

CONSULTATION: SECTION 48 ‘DUTY TO PUBLICISFE’

Section 48 ‘Duty to publicise’ of the PA 2008 requires applicants to publicise
a proposed application for a DCO in the ‘prescribed manner. The
prescribed manner is set out in Regulation 4 of the APFP Regulations
‘Publicising a proposed application’.

Pursuant to Regulation 4(2), the Section 48 Notice for the Proposed
Development was first published by EPWM on 31 October 2018, so as to
coincide as closely as possible with the start of the DCO Consultation. The
Section 48 Notice was published in The Guardian, London Gazette,
Scunthorpe Telegraph, Grimsby Telegraph and Hull Daily Mail on the 31
October 2019 and again in the Scunthorpe Telegraph, Grimsby Telegraph
and Hull Daily Mail on the 7 November 2019.

The Section 48 Notice stated that EPWM must receive any comments on the
Proposed Development by the 13 December 2019, no later than 11:59pm.
As this was more than 28 days after the Section 48 Notice was last
published (7 November 2019, see below), the Applicant complied with
Regulation 4(3)(i).

A copy of the Section 48 Notice is provided at Appendix 9.4 and details of
the newspapers that it was published in and the relevant dates are set out in
Table 10.1 below.

Table 10.1: Newspapers used for Section 48 Notice

NEWSPAPERS DATES

The Guardian 31 October 2019

The London Gazette 31 October 2019

Grimsby Telegraph 31 October 2019 and 7 November
2019

Scunthorpe Telegraph 31 October 2019 and 7 November
2019

Hull Daily Mail 31 October 2019 and 7 November
2019

10.1.5

10.1.6

10.1.7

10.1.8

Copies of the Section 48 Notice as published in the newspapers are
provided at Appendix 9.4.

No consultation responses were received as a result of the publication of the
Section 48 Notice.

Regulation 13 of the 2017 EIA Regulations places a requirement on
applicants, where an application is for EIA development, to, at the same time
as publishing the Section 48 notice, to send a copy of that notice to the
relevant consultation bodies and any person notified to them by PINS in
accordance with Regulation 11(1)(c) of the 2017 EIA Regulations. EPWM’s
compliance with Regulation 13 is confirmed at Appendix 7.1.

EPWM therefore complied with Section 48 of the PA 2008.
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11.0 SECTION 49 ‘DUTY TO TAKE ACCOUNT OF RESPONSES TO
CONSULTATION AND PUBLICITY’

11.1.1 Section 49 ‘Duty to take account of responses to consultation and publicity’
requires applicants to have regard to any ‘relevant responses’ received to
the statutory consultation and publicity carried out in accordance with
Sections 42, 47 and 48 of the PA 2008. A relevant response is one received
by the applicant before the deadlines set in relation to the statutory
consultation and publicity. As such, there is no statutory duty for the
applicant to take account of responses received after the relevant deadlines.

11.1.2 Despite the fact that the PA 2008 does not require applicants to take account
of responses received after the deadlines set for consultation, EPWM has
taken account of the responses received after the close of the DCO
Consultation.

11.2  Section 47 Consultees — Local Community

11.2.1 The approach taken by EPWM to responses from the local community has
been to review the feedback forms received and identify theme/ topic
headings from the responses to questions where opinions or text had been
sought (note: the other answers on the feedback form which were all
multiple-choice are analysed in Section 8 of this Consultation Report).

11.2.2 The relevant questions from the feedback forms that allowed for additional
comments are as follows:

¢ Question 4 - Do you think the site is an appropriate location for an energy
from waste power station?

e Question 5 - What are your views on developing an energy from waste
power station at the site?

¢ Question 6 - Do you have any comments on the proposal to increase the
electrical capacity of the consented energy from waste power station from
49.9 to 95 megawatts using the same amount of fuel more efficiently?

e Question 7 - Do you have any comments about the Preliminary
Environmental Information Report and its Non-Technical Summary, its
findings, or the mitigation proposed?

e Question 8 - We have provided 3D visualisations of proposed energy from
waste power station to show how it may look. Do you have any
comments on the 3D visualisations?

¢ Question 9 - How did you find the information provided at the consultation
event you attended (if applicable)?

e Question 10 - How did you find the information provided on the website?

11.2.3 The themes and topics have been analysed by EPWM to provide a summary
of the issues raised in respect of each. These have been checked to ensure
that they accurately capture the issues raised, and a response has then
been provided to those issues and any changes made to the Proposed
Development have been identified, where relevant.
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11.2.4 The theme/ topic headings, summary of issues raised by the local
community and responses from EPWM are set out in Table 11.1 on the
following pages. It is notable that no consultees stated that they were not in
favour of the Proposed Development and this is reflected in the tables.

11.3 Section 42 and Non-Prescribed Consultees

11.3.1 EPWM has taken a different approach to the responses from the Section 42
Consultees and Non-prescribed Consultees. Here EPWM has summarised
the issues raised by each consultee, rather than grouping them under
theme/ topic headings.

11.3.2 A summary of the issues raised by each of the consultees, including
responses from EPWM, are set out in Tables 11.1 (s47 consultation
responses) and 11.2 (s42 consultation responses) on the following pages.
Table 11.2 names the consultees in  alphabetical order.
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Table 11.1: Consultee responses — Section 47 consultees (local community)

Maintenance

grounds and the area outside
of the site are kept clean from
materials being transported to
the site.

Comments made by 1
respondent.

“Our Construction Environmental
Management Plan, also secured in the DCO,
will include for the sheeting of HGVs bringing
or taking away construction materials and
arisings to avoid dust. During operation fuel
would be delivered in covered HGVs to
prevent deposition.”

THEME SUMMARY OF COMMENTS / REGARD HAD TO CONSULTATION CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
ISSUES RESPONSE BY EPWM PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION
Traffic Please monitor the effect of EPWM responded by email confirming that; No change necessary.
the increased worker traffic “During construction we will have a
and mitigate any problems Construction Worker Travel Plan in place to
arising. minimise and monitor worker travel, which will
include monitoring of parking levels on site
Comments made by 1 and car usage levels, which will be included in
respondent. a periodic report to North East Lincolnshire
Council. The Construction Worker Travel Plan
will be secured in our DCO as a ‘requirement’,
similar to a planning condition. We therefore
anticipate no issues arising within nearby
villages during construction as a result of the
proposed development.”
Site Please ensure that the site EPWM responded by email confirming that; No change necessary.

Landscaping

Please consider allowing
public access to the mitigation
area be it planned to be a
wildflower area, trees or
wetland.

EPWM responded by email confirming that;
“The optimal location identified for the
proposed mitigation area lies within the secure
area of the CCGT power station. Providing
public access is therefore not possible. Some

This has been considered, but
would not be possible due to it
being a consolidation of
existing planting within the
operational area of the
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noxious discharges?

How will the emissions be
monitored, and what sort of
emissions will there be?

Comments made by 2
respondents.

“SHBEC, like all modern power stations,
would be fitted with air emissions control
technologies to monitor and control potential
emissions. The air emissions control
technologies coupled with stringent
environmental regulations means that the
power station would be designed and
operated to mitigate any adverse impacts that
might arise such that it would have no
significant impact on air quality or health.
Odour control will also be in place, comprising
both design and operational measures. For
example, the waste is to be delivered in
enclosed lorries and the entire management
process is proposed to be completed entirely
within the building. The tipping hall and waste
bunker remain under negative pressure, so
these areas actually draw air into the building
when the doors are open, to prevent odour in
the wider area.”

and,;

“Emissions from the stack would comprise

THEME SUMMARY OF COMMENTS / REGARD HAD TO CONSULTATION CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
ISSUES RESPONSE BY EPWM PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION
separate mitigation areas are being provided | existing CCGT power station.
Comments made by 1 in the vicinity by North East Lincolnshire
respondent. Council comprising wetland habitat for birds
and any access to these would be a matter for
their consideration.”
Air Quality What are your plans to stop EPWM responded by email confirming that; No change necessary. These

matters are secured in the
Environmental Permit.
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THEME

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS /
ISSUES

REGARD HAD TO CONSULTATION
RESPONSE BY EPWM

CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION

gases from the combustion process (which
have been cleaned by the flue gas treatment
process) and water vapour. The air emissions
control technologies coupled with monitoring
under stringent environmental regulations
mean that the power station would be
designed and operated to mitigate any
adverse impacts that might arise such that it
would have no significant impact on air quality
or health overall.”

Waste
Provision

Where is the waste coming
from?

Can the train supply waste
from Immingham?

Comments made by 2
respondents.

EPWM responded to one consultee whose
email was provided confirming that; “There is
a large amount of waste generated within the
UK that continues to be landfilled. In addition,
an average of 3 million tonnes of waste is
exported each year to Europe due to a lack of
domestic waste management infrastructure. At
this stage we are not able to state the precise
locations of where the RDF used in the EfW
power station would come from but based
upon our studies we believe that there is
sufficient available fuel. The site does not
have rail or water access therefore the fuel
would be brought in by road, and this is
assessed within our environmental
assessment and transport assessment.”

The Applicant has prepared a
Fuel Availability and Waste
Hierarchy Assessment
(Document Ref. 5.7) and
considered these matters
within its EIA and Transport
Assessment.

No change necessary.

Carbon

Will there be a large carbon

EPWM responded by email confirming that “A

The Applicant has carried a
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THEME SUMMARY OF COMMENTS / REGARD HAD TO CONSULTATION CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
ISSUES RESPONSE BY EPWM PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION
Impacts footprint caused by bringing greenhouse gas assessment will be included | Greenhouse Gas Emissions
the waste to the plant? with our environmental impact assessment, Assessment (ES, Volume llI
forming part of our DCO application, and the Appendix 19A, Document Ref
Comments made by 1 scope will include the transport of the fuel to 6.4).
respondent. the plant. RDF fuelled power plants are No change necessary.
recognised as a preferable alternative to
landfilling waste, as they recover energy in the
form of electricity, reduce the land required for
landfill, and reduce emissions of methane, a
potent greenhouse gas released during
natural decomposition processes in landfill
sites.”
Alternative Can solar power be included? | As construction contracts are not yet agreed No change necessary.
Energy the final design of the roof space is to be
Comments made by 1 confirmed. EPWM cannot at present commit | No email was sent by EPWM
respondent. to this addition. as no contact details were
provided with the comments
provided.

Table 11.2: Consultation responses — Section 42 and Non-prescribed Consultees

CONSULTEE SUMMARY OF COMMENTS/ | EPWM’S REGARD TO CONSULTATION | CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
ISSUES RESPONSE PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION
Altalto Ltd No objection raised. No action/ response required. No change necessary.

Anglian Water

Anglian Water would welcome
further discussions prior to the

EPWM responded stating the following;
“Mains water supply connection

EPWM's legal advisors have
written to Anglian Water to
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CONSULTEE

SUMMARY OF COMMENTS/
ISSUES

EPWM’S REGARD TO CONSULTATION
RESPONSE

CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION

submission of the Draft DCO
for examination.

In particular it would be helpful
if we could discuss the
following issues:

Wording of the Draft DCO
including protective provisions
specifically for the benefit of
Anglian Water.

Requirement for water and
wastewater services.

Impact of development on
Anglian Water’s assets and
the need for mitigation.

A pre planning report was provided by
your developer services group (ref
109563/ 903974937/1/0002531) which we
are considering and expect to make a
formal application in the coming months.
We would then anticipate providing an
update on the progress of that application
to the examination on the DCO in Q3/ Q4
2020.

Foul drainage
We consider that connection to Anglian

assets is not feasible and therefore we are
exploring on-site solutions, including a
package treatment plant for sewerage
discharging into the surface water
attenuation pond, and process water
being reused in the EfW process. Further
information is provided in the ES.

Involvement at detailed design stage

We note the comments regarding
involvement at detailed design (i.e. via
requirements). The surface and foul
drainage requirements in the draft DCO
Schedule 2 are shown as separate
requirements and it is proposed that these
are dealt with by NELC as planning

progress discussions on the
DCO drafting and protective
provisions.

Considering a formal
application to Anglian Water in
the coming months for a
mains water supply
connection.

Exploring on-site solutions to
foul water, including a
package treatment plant for
sewerage discharging into the
surface water attenuation
pond, and process water
being reused in the EfW
process.
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CONSULTEE SUMMARY OF COMMENTS/ | EPWM’S REGARD TO CONSULTATION | CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
ISSUES RESPONSE PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION
conditions, enabling them to consult
relevant bodies on receipt of the
submission of details for each
requirement. We are engaging with
Anglian Water and hope to submit a draft
statement of common ground (SoCG) in
due course.”
Cadent Gas Cadent Gas do have a HP EPWM responded stating the following; Red line boundary reviewed.

pipeline that is situated on the
very edge of your DCO red
line.

No objection to the DCO but
our Plant Protection team
must be notified if any heavy
machinery is to cross our HP
pipeline for construction
purposes.

“The project team has reviewed the
development red line boundary against
the position of the gas main, as per the
drawing provided. The application
boundary has been moved in (east)
slightly so that there are now no areas of
overlap and therefore there will be no
consent granted for works around
Cadent’s pipeline. On that basis there will
be no interaction with Cadent’s apparatus
and this should close out the issues
following Cadent’s consultation response.”

East Lindsey
Council

No objection/ comments.

No action/ response required.

No change necessary.

East West
Railway Company

No objection/ comments.

No action/ response required.

No change necessary.

Environment
Agency

Welcome the inclusion of a
Construction Environment
Management Plan.

The proposed development

EPWM responded stating the following;
“The review of the PEIR and other
documents and technical comments are
appreciated and have been considered by

Comments raised have been
addressed within the ES.

Further meeting with
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CONSULTEE SUMMARY OF COMMENTS/ | EPWM’S REGARD TO CONSULTATION | CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
ISSUES RESPONSE PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION
will require a permit to operate | AECOM to inform the Environmental Environment Agency held.
under the Environmental Statement to be submitted with the DCO
Permitting Regulations 2016. | application. The ground investigation
There does not appear to be a | referred to has now been completed and
risk of contamination from the | will inform the final EIA Report as
previous site uses of the requested.
proposed main development
area. However, there is a The offer of a review of the Gl and piling
potential risk of contamination | risk assessment is welcomed and AECOM
that could be mobilised during | will be in touch to arrange a meeting and
construction to pollute discuss options for these reviews eg via
controlled waters. your DAS service.”
Welcome the assessment of
the impact on the water
environment.
The FRA is appropriate to the
scale, nature and location of
the proposed development.
Any materials imported for
construction must follow duty
of care requirements.
ESP Utilities No objection/ comments. EPWM will submit a further enquiry when | No change necessary.
Valid for 90 days. required.
GTC UK No objection/ comments. No action/ response required. No change necessary.
Harlaxton No objection/ comments. No action/ response required. No change necessary.

Historic England

Sub-surface remains of
arch+A13 is unclear.
Cultural Heritage Chapter 13

EPWM responded sating the following;
“Since the publication of the PEIR the
archaeological assessment has been

Comments raised have been
addressed within the ES.
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RESPONSE

CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION

cross refers to Chapter 14 on
Water as regards the impact
of development on off-site
buried remains but when one
looks to Chapter 14 the case
that there will be no impact is
not sufficiently articulated in
terms of impacts upon buried
organic remains, deposit
modelling, baseline
preservation conditions and
any likely change. Impacts
upon such buried remains as
may survive on site
(notwithstanding it having
been scraped previously) or
surviving adjacent (impacts as
resulting from drainage and
construction) could be better
explored and articulated with
clear reference to relevant
evidence.

North-East Lincolnshire
Council’s Archaeological
Advisors should be consulted.

updated with the reference to the HER
data and Gl data that are now available.
This is reported in the ES.”

HSE

HSE would not advise against
this nationally significant
infrastructure project. The

EPWM responded stating the following;
“The HSE's review of the documents and
proposed layout is appreciated and we

Whilst a SoCG was sought to
be agreed with HSE, HSE
subsequently advised that “It
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CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION

presence of hazardous
substances on, over or under
land at or above set threshold
quantities (Controlled
Quantities) will probably
require Hazardous
Substances Consent (HSC)

note the likely 'do not advise against’
status.”

would not be HSE policy to
enter into a Statement of
Common Ground when we
have stated that we would not
advise against a project.
Provided that it is
acknowledged in the
Consultation Report or
associated documents that the
points made by HSE have
been noted, we would not
then raise a ‘Relevant
Representation’ and would not

become an ‘Interested Party’.

Indigo Pipelines

Advised of new address.

The new address was noted by EPWM.

No change necessary.

Safeguarding

Development does not conflict
with their safeguarding
criteria. Accordingly, NATS
they had no safeguarding

Lincolnshire No comments. No action/ response required. No change necessary.
County Council
National Grid Due to the close proximity of EPWM's legal advisors have written to EPWM's legal advisors have
some assets, NGET and NGG | National Grid to progress discussions on written to National Grid to
wish to express their interest protective provisions. progress discussions on
in further consultation while protective provisions.
the impact on our assets is
still being assessed.
NATS Confirmed the Proposed No action/ response required. No change necessary.
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RESPONSE

CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
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objection to the proposal.

Natural England

The applicant has stated that
they wish to contribute the
South Humber Bank mitigation
zone and Natural England
welcomes this position.

Two mitigation options have
been proposed either
seasonal piling restrictions or
the use of Continuous Flight
Auger piling. If the latter is
chosen, then further details
may be required to
demonstrate that the use of
CFA piling itself would not
have a Likely Significant Effect
on the designated sites.
Welcome the proposed
measure to mitigate visual
disturbance.

Welcome the recognition of
lighting impacts and mitigation
methods.

There is no discussion of
potential impacts from foul
drainage into the Humber
estuary.

Welcome the creation of the

EPWM responded stating the following;
“‘EPWM is pleased to confirm that the
relevant contribution to the South Humber
Bank mitigation zone could be secured via
S106 agreement, as required by NELC
Local Plan policy. This could be via a
deed of variation to the existing S106
agreement in force for the Consented
Development.

The ES submitted with the DCO
application includes further information on
the potential noise impact of CFA piling
and associated effects on the designated
sites.

The options for foul drainage were
described in Chapter 4 of the PEIl Report
Volume | as comprising discharge to foul
sewer or tankering off site; we have
evaluated foul drainage options and it
appears at this stage that discharge to foul
sewer is unlikely to be reasonable based
on the distance to the sewer and likely
loading, so a package treatment plant is
considered more feasible and more
acceptable. We are engaging with Anglian

Consideration of methods to
secure a relevant contribution
to the South Humber Bank
mitigation zone.

Comments raised on noise,
foul water and biodiversity
have been addressed within
the ES.
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ISSUES RESPONSE PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION
EMEP. However, consider Water on this matter and the ES includes
that the applicant could further | assessment of this potential foul drainage
explore options to enhance option.
biodiversity as part of the
project. An Indicative Biodiversity Strategy
Aware that the assessment of | accompanies the Application, providing
cumulative air quality impacts | further information on the biodiversity
for this Preliminary mitigation and enhancement measures
Environmental Information that are proposed.
Report (dated October 2019)
has not included a A meeting was held recently (on 11
consideration of the emissions | February 2020) under the Discretionary
to air from newly proposed Advice Service (DAS) between project
development which have been | colleagues from AECOM and Natural
reported on since the England. The HRA and cumulative air
assessment of this proposed quality assessment matters were
development was undertaken. | discussed. If further meetings are
Therefore, we anticipate that | required on this they will be arranged via
these will be included in the the DAS.”
final Environmental
Statement.
Network Rail Network Rail has been EPWM responded stating the following; Network Rail wrote back

reviewing the information to
date and at this stage it is not
sufficiently detailed to fully
assess the potential impacts
of the scheme on the railway

“The designated operational HGV route
was agreed for the Consented
Development as part of pre application
and determination stage discussions with
the local highways authority, NE

seeking an agreement to
record this position. EPWM
have written back to
understand the type of
agreement sought.
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ISSUES RESPONSE PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION
and further information will be | Lincolnshire Council. This has full
required to properly respond planning permission (ref No change necessary.
on the likely impacts of the DM/1070/18/FUL) and is capable of being
proposed scheme. built out. The Proposed Development
Initial point of concern relates | would use the same HGV route and would
to site access which we have no greater HGV movements across
believe will be via the Marsh the two level crossings than the
Lane level crossing over the Consented Development.
railway.
A limited number of Abnormal Indivisible
Loads (AILs) may be required during
construction or at later stages but the
details of these are not known at this
stage. AlLs would be subject to the
standard notification procedures, and
therefore Network Rail would be afforded
the opportunity to discuss its requirements
as part of this procedure.
No compulsory acquisition or temporary
possession powers are to be sought over
Network Rail operational land (or at all in
the DCQO) and therefore no protective
provisions are proposed for Network Rail.”
North East No comments on the basis No action/ response required. No change necessary.
Lincolnshire that the submitted information
Council confirms that the maximum
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RESPONSE

CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION

throughput will not be altered
from the Consented
Development.

North Lincolnshire
Council

It is proposed that a noise
impact assessment should be
undertaken in accordance with
BS4142 and the rating level
from noise from the operation
of the proposed development
should be no greater than 5
dB however it is unclear as to
the location where this noise
level is to be achieved.

The proposed approach to the
Habitats Regulations
Assessment appears to be
acceptable.

The Council’s Highways
officers have confirmed that
the proposed development is
unlikely to have a significant
impact on the road network
within North Lincolnshire.

The council’s Historic
Environment Record have

EPWM responded stating the following;
“We welcome the absence of an objection
to the project in principle and appreciate
the technical engagement held with your
internal consultees.

With regards to the comments on the
operational noise assessment in
accordance with BS 4142, the noise
assessment presented in the PEI Report
considered impacts due to changes in
noise levels at the closest residential
receptors to the Site, which are located
approximately 1 km away. Given this
distance, the assessment of operational
noise concluded that impacts on these
receptors will be of very low magnitude
and effects will therefore be negligible (not
significant) during both the daytime and
night time. The assessment findings are
set out in Tables 8.26 - 8.28 of the PEI
Report Volume |, Chapter 8: Noise and
Vibration.

Habitats Regulations Assessment

No change necessary.
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RESPONSE

CHANGE(S) MADE TO THE
PROPOSED
DEVELOPMENT/ THE
APPLICATION

confirmed that they have no
comments to make in respect
of the proposed development.

The relevant existing and
proposed developments within
North Lincolnshire that have
the potential to generate
cumulative environmental
effects together with the
proposed development have
been identified.

information will be provided with the DCO
application and we welcome the
agreement by your ecologist to the
approach proposed. We are also grateful
for your officers' consideration of the
heritage, transport, and cumulative
assessment sections of the PEIR, and we
note that you raise no particular issues in
these areas.”

Northern Gas

No objection/ comments.

No action/ response required.

No change necessary.

Networks
Public Health Reviewed the PEIR and are EPWM responded stating the following; Comments raised on EMF
England satisfied with the approach “The comments have been considered by | have been addressed within

taken in preparing this report.

The current submission does
not consider any risks or
impacts that might arise
because of electric and
magnetic fields associated
with the connection of the
proposed generation station to
the national grid.

The current submission does

the project team and accordingly we
would like to confirm that the EIA Report
will include a chapter signposting the
consideration of health effects throughout
the EIA. Electromagnetic fields (EMF) will
also be considered as part of the EIA.”

the ES.
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not include a specific section
summarising the potential
public health impacts.

Southern Gas
Networks

No objection/ comments.

No action/ response required.

No change necessary.

Virgin Media

Virgin Media and Viatel plant
should not be affected by your
proposed work and no
strategic additions to our
existing network are
envisaged in the immediate
future.

No action/ response required.

No change necessary.

West Lindsey
Council

No objection/ comments.

No action/ response required.

No change necessary.
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12.1.1

12.2
12.2.1

12.3
12.3.1

12.3.2

12.3.3

12.3.4

12.3.5

EIA RELATED CONSULTATION

This section provides a brief summary of the EIA consultation that has taken
place during the pre-application process. This is covered in more detail
within the Environmental Statement (‘ES’) itself (Document Refs: 6.1 — 6.4).

The EIA Regulations

The 2017 EIA Regulations came into force on 16 May 2017, replacing the
Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations
2009.

EIA Notification and Scoping — EIA Regulations 8(1) and 10(1)

At an early stage in the pre-application process, EPWM identified the
Proposed Development as EIA development and that it would be necessary
to notify the SoS of its intention to produce an ES and also to obtain a
‘Scoping Opinion’ with regard to the scope and coverage of the ES.

In view of the above, EPWM commenced early engagement with North East
Lincolnshire Council and a number of key technical consultees to start to
discuss the proposed scope of the EIA, including the studies and survey
work that would be required. Informal discussions and meetings took place
with a number of bodies and these were used to inform the preparation of
the EIA Scoping Report (Document Ref: 6.4.1) detailing the environmental
topics that EPWM proposed to include within the scope of the EIA for the
Proposed Development and those that it was proposed would be ‘scoped
out’.

In August 2019 EPWM submitted the EIA Scoping Report to PINS (acting on
behalf of the SoS). The EIA Scoping Report provided formal notification
under Regulation 8(1)(b) of the 2017 EIA Regulations of EPWM’s intention to
undertake an EIA for the Proposed Development and to produce an ES
documenting the findings of this. The EIA Scoping Report also formally
requested a Scoping Opinion pursuant to Regulation 10 of the 2017 EIA
Regulations. Following receipt of the EIA Scoping Report, PINS consulted
the relevant consultation bodies in accordance with Regulation 10(6). A
Scoping Opinion was issued by PINS on 2 October 2019. This was
accompanied by the responses received from the relevant consultation
bodies.

The Scoping Opinion confirmed that the SoS was broadly satisfied with the
suggested approach and topics covered by the EIA but drew EPWM’s
attention to a number of general points on the scope and level of detail of
information to be provided (Section 3 of the Scoping Opinion), as well as
points made in respect of specific topic areas such as air quality, landscape
and visual amenity, and cultural heritage (Section 4 of the Scoping Opinion).

The Scoping Opinion and the points raised are addressed in each of the
topic chapters included in the Environmental Statement (Chapters 1 to 20,
Document Ref: 6.2).
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12.4.1

12.4.2

12.5
12.5.1

12.5.2

12.6
12.6.1

12.6.2

12.6.3

Approach to preparation and publication of preliminary environmental
information

PEIR is defined in the 2017 EIA Regulations as “information ... which (a) has
been compiled by the applicant; and (b) is reasonably required for
consultation bodies to develop an informed view of the likely significant
environmental effects of the development (and of any associated
development)”. The EIA Scoping Opinion provided by PINS (and the
comments received from the scoping consultees) was used to inform
EPWM'’s preparation of a PEIR. The preparation of the PEIR was also
informed by further dialogue between EPWM'’s environmental consultants
and the host local authorities and key technical consultees.

The finalised PEIR was issued for the DCO Consultation and was produced
in a similar form to the ES submitted as part of the DCO Application, and
reflected the information and assessments available to EPWM at the time of
the DCO Consultation, as required.

EIA Regulation 13 Notification

In accordance with Regulation 13 of the 2017 EIA Regulations ‘Pre-
application publicity under Section 48 (‘Duty to publicise’) the relevant
‘consultation bodies’ were sent a copy of the Section 48 Notice published
(along with the consultation letter).

Example copies of the letters and notices sent in accordance with EIA
Regulation 13 are provided at Appendix 7.1 and 9.4 respectively. A
schedule detailing the EIA consultation bodies who were notified is provided
at Appendix 5.1.

Preparation and finalisation of the ES

Regarding the Proposed Development's ES and the consultation PEIR,
limited further matters were required to be discussed with North East
Lincolnshire Council and key technical consultees in respect of the ES to be
submitted as part of the DCO application. Exceptions to this were with
NELC where re-consultation on the Transport Assessment scope identified
changes to baseline assumptions and the study area; and also, regarding
Heritage, where discussion a new Ground Investigation Report was required
to ensure EPWM'’s interpretations of data was aligned with NELC’s. A
second exception was with Natural England where an updated cumulative
air quality assessment was required.

Comments from consultees were taken into account in finalising both the ES
(Document Ref: 6.2) and the Draft DCO (Document Ref: 2.1).

Each of the ES topic chapters includes a table summarising the DCO
Consultation that has taken place with consultees.
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13.3.3

13.3.4

13.4
13.4.1

OTHER CONSULTATION AND ENGAGEMENT

This section briefly summarises the other (non-statutory) consultation and
engagement that EPWM has undertaken during the pre-application process.

Local community

Throughout the pre-application process EPWM has provided updates to the
local community via the project website. This includes providing all
approved documents for the Consented Development, adding documents for
the DCO Consultation as they became available, confirming deadlines for
providing DCO Consultation comments and providing an option for emails to
be submitted and project updates to be received.

Transport Assessment Scoping held with Highways England and NELC

In order to ensure that the Proposed Development was acceptable with
regards to highways impacts EPWM approached Highways England and
NELC in order to agree the scope of the Transport Assessment to support
the DCO Application.

A response was received from Highways England on 2 December 2019
which highlighted the need for:

e Clarity as to the construction phases planned and the potential overlap
between the construction phases/ Consented Development;

e The assignment of HGVs at the SRN should be informed by the
discussions held with fuel suppliers to ensure it is as accurate as possible;
and,

e The Transport Assessment should be compliant with Circular 02/2013.

A response was received from NELC on 25 November 2019 which identified
the following additional scope of work/ comments:

e Pyewipe and Lockhill roundabouts should be included in traffic
assessment;

e The distribution from the site following the completion of the NELC Link
Road being completed should be considered;

e Completion in 2024 should be assessed as part of Junction Capacity
Assessments;

e Queried that no changes are proposed to construction workforce
numbers, construction HGV numbers or the assignment of construction
vehicles being required.

Further engagement following initial responses was undertaken by EPWM in
order to ensure any matters that required further clarity were addressed as
part of the Transport Assessment within the ES. Following the discussions
both Highways England and NELC confirmed they were content with the
proposed information.

Local authorities and technical consultees

Following the statutory DCO Consultation period EPWM has also
commenced discussions with a number of technical consultees and the host
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local authority as part of the pre-application process for the DCO Application.
The below information in Table 12.1 identifies the parties engaged with and
items discussed:

Table 12.1: Technical Consultee and Host Local Authority Engagement

CONSULTEE DISCUSSION TOPIC AND
COMMENTS
Anglian Water EPWM engaged in discussions on

the draft protective provisions
provided by Anglian Water, issuing
an amended version to Anglian
Water.

National Grid EPWM engaged in discussions on
the draft protective provisions
provided by National Grid, issuing
an amended version to National
Grid.

Northern Powergrid EPWM sought to engage in
discussions on protective provisions
with Northern Powergrid.

North East Lincolnshire Council Meetings held on 2 December 2019,
9 March 2020 to provide project
updates, review DCO Articles, and
discuss a Statement of Common
Ground.

13.4.2 Dialogue with the above consultees is ongoing.
13.5 PINS Engagement

13.5.1 EPWM has engaged with PINS in order to provide updates on the Proposed
Development and obtain advice in relation to matters such as the drafting of
the Application. A summary of this engagement is provided in Table 12.2.

Table 12.2: PINS engagement

ACTIVITY PURPOSE DATE
Meeting Inception meeting to 01/08/2019
introduce the Proposed
Development, its
background and
anticipated timescales.

Review of draft Review of draft DCO, Documents supplied
documents Explanatory 09/12/2019, review
Memorandum, Draft comments received

Works Plans, Access & | 05/02/2020
Rights Plans, and Land
Plans

Meeting Feedback from PINS 17/03/2020
on draft documents,
updates on the
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Environmental Impact
Assessment and
Habitats Regulations
Assessment, and
confirmation on
submission
timeframes.
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14.1.1

14.1.2

14.1.3

14.1.4

NEXT STEPS

EPWM is committed to continued engagement with the local community,
host local authority, and key stakeholders following the submission of the
Application, as well as during the construction, operation and maintenance of
the Proposed Development, should the DCO be made by the SoS.

It is intended that EPWM will continue to issue updates on the Proposed
Development through the project website and press releases. Regular
contact will be maintained with the host local authority and with other key
stakeholders.

In addition to the above, there are statutory notification and publicity
requirements pursuant to section 56 of the PA 2008 that EPWM will need to
fulfil following acceptance of the DCO Application for examination by the
SoS. This will provide a further opportunity for interested parties to make
comments, which will continue during the examination period.

At the time of writing, arrangements for electronic serving of section 56
notices are being explored in view of government rules on social distancing.
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GLOSSARY

Abbreviation

Description

CCGT Combined Cycle Gas Turbine

CEF Community Engagement Framework
EP SHB EP South Humber Bank Limited

HGV Heavy Goods Vehicle

INEL Invest North East Lincolnshire

NELC North East Lincolnshire Council
NPPF National Planning Policy Framework
PPG Planning Practice Guidance

SCI Statement of Community Involvement
SHBPS South Humber Bank Power Station
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1.0

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

1.6

1.7

INTRODUCTION

Introduction

This Statement of Community Involvement (SCI) has been prepared by DWD on behalf
of EP SHB Limited (‘the Applicant’). It has been prepared in accordance with North
East Lincolnshire Council’s (NELC) Community Engagement Framework (2016) (CEF)
and the Statement of Community Involvement (2013).

This SCI accompanies the planning application (the ‘Application’) for the South Humber
Bank Energy Centre (SHBEC). Planning permission is being sought for the
construction of an energy from waste plant (the ‘Proposed Development’) on land
located within the site of the existing South Humber Bank Power Station (SHBPS) near
Stallingborough, North East Lincolnshire

This SCI has been prepared to assist NELC in its determination of the Application and
outlines the pre-application consultation process that has been undertaken. It should
be read alongside the other documents that form part of the Application.

The aims of the consultation were to:
o introduce EP SHB and the proposals;

o provide clear and legible information at a relevant stage in the design of the
proposals;

o obtain information about the area from local people and businesses;

o understand local people’s views about the proposals and their priorities for the
development of the area;

o explain the planning process and opportunities for involvement; and

o demonstrate (by way of this SCI submitted as part of the Application) the
outcomes of pre-application consultation and engagement.

About EP SHB and the Proposed Development

The Applicant is a subsidiary of EP UK Investments Limited which acquired the South
Humber Bank Power Station (SHBPS) from Centrica in 2017. The SHBPS includes a
twin Combined Cycle Gas Turbine (CCGT) power plant, its cooling water pumping
station, other ancillary buildings, plant and equipment and areas of undeveloped land.

The Proposed Development will support up to 56 permanent jobs and will be capable
of operating for around 30 years. This considerable investment, of around £300m,
follows a recent major investment in SHBPS to extend its operational life.

Further information on the Proposed Development is provided within the Planning,
Design and Access Statement and the Environmental Statement that both form part of
the Application.
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2.1

2.12

2.13

CONSULTATION APPROACH

This section of the SCI outlines how the community consultation has been undertaken
in line with the relevant local policy documents and the methods which were used for
the consultation.

National Policy

Pre-application consultation is recognised as important within the National Planning
Policy Framework (NPPF) and the Planning Practice Guidance (PPG). The NPPF
particularly identifies that “good quality preapplication discussion enables better
coordination between public and private resources and improved outcomes for the
community”. Similarly, the PPG identifies that “Early and timely engagement between
developers, statutory consultees and local authorities at the pre-application phase is
important in helping avoid delays occurring at the formal application stage.”

Community Engagement Framework (CEF) 2016

The aim of the CEF is to set out clear principles for community engagement in North
East Lincolnshire. The key principles of the CEF and the consultation methodology
undertaken by the Applicant are demonstrated in the following paragraphs.

Clarity of Purpose — Prior to the engagement activity, the Applicant has been clear
about why it is happening, the aim of the engagement, who is involved, what the
community can influence and how the Applicant will use the information gathered
through the engagement activity.

Evidence Base — The Applicant used all available research, knowledge and
community intelligence to help plan engagement activities.

Timing — Sufficient time was allowed to design and carry out engagement activities
that are inclusive and encourage participation from all affected communities. Sufficient
time has also been allowed to ensure that the results of engagement activities shaped
the outcome of the proposals.

Partnership — The appropriate partners were identified, and engagement activities
were carried out in partnership with them.

Communication — The Applicant will always be open, honest and accountable when
sharing information and responding to contributions from all participants.

Flexibility — The Applicant has supported a variety of engagement activities to reflect
the diverse needs of our communities.

Feedback — This SCI has been created to provide feedback to the community about
the engagement activities we carried out and the results of the engagement.

Monitoring & Review — Engagement activities have been monitored and reviewed to
ensure all processes are appropriate and accessible for all the community.

A summary of how the Applicant appropriately considered the CEF in the context of the
Application can be reviewed within Section 4 of this SCI.

NELC Statement of Community Involvement (2013) (SCI)

Pre-application consultation is recognised as important within NELC’s Statement of
Community Involvement (SCI) (adopted 2013). Whilst the NELC’s CEF lists the main
community engagement methods NELC currently uses, its SCI builds on that list in
order to outline the activities that it will use when engaging with people about their
planning documents.
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2.14

2.15

2.16

217

2.18

2.19

The NELC SCl is intended to encourage participation in the Local Plan (policy making)
process and neighbourhood planning but emphasises that the principles for
consultation on a major planning application are the same.

The NELC SCI encourages applicants to carry out consultation with neighbours,
resident’s groups and consultees so that their views can be fully understood and
responded to in any subsequent application. This is in addition to consultation with
technical bodies such as the local highways authority.

In line with the NELC SCI the Applicant has undertaken consultation and advertised the
consultation across a range of platforms in order to enable multiple groups to engage
with the process.

Consultation Methods

Proactive engagement has been sought with both local political stakeholders and the
local community. The focus of this engagement was a website, an overarching
consultation ‘window’ during which comments could be submitted (3 September — 28
September), and via two drop-in consultation events on the 13 and 14 September 2018
publicised through targeted invitations as well as advertising on a number of platforms.

The events were advertised in the following ways:
Website

A website under the domain address ‘www.shbenergycentre.co.uk’ was set up and
launched on the 28 August 2018. This website provided information on the scheme and
on the consultation. Prior to the consultation, boards that would be displayed at the
public exhibitions were uploaded for those that may be unable to attend.

Figure 2.1 — www.shbenergycentre.co.uk screenshot

€ C @ Notsecure | wwshbenaegycentieco s o

EP SHB S

South Humber Bank Energy Centre

EP UK Investments (EPUKI} acquired South Humber Bank Power Station from Eentrica in 2017, The existing Power Station site Includes a twin
Combined €ycle Gas Turbine (CCGT) power plant and its cooling water pumping staticn, and areas of undeveloped land,

EP UK Investments owns and operates a number of power stations in the UK, including a 2,000-megawatt (MW) coal-fired power station at
Eggborough in North Yorkshire ( which clesed in April 2018 and where an application for a new 2.500 MYV gas-fired power station is being
promoted as well as Langage power station [ alsa recently acquired from Centrica) and Lynemouth power station, which has been converted to
biomass.

We are proposing to submit a planning application, supp by .an £ Impact (ELA), for the pment of an Energy
Centre powered by Refuse Derived Fuel (RDF) on land within the existing Power Station site, The Project is known as the South Humber Bank
Energy Centre.
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Press Releases

2.20 A press release about the proposals was sent out on the 29 August and following this a
press release identifying the details of the consultation was sent out on 3 September.
In addition to the consultation venues, a link to the consultation website for those that
could not attend was also provided.

2.21 The press release was sent out to the following news distributors:

5 News (Channel 5)
96.3 Radio Aire
96.9 Viking FM
Argus FSU Energy

BBC Introducing in York &
North Yorkshire

BBC Look North (Yorkshire)
BBC News Channel
BBC News Online

BBC Radio Humberside
BBC Radio Leeds

BBC Radio Sheffield
BBC Radio York

BBC Yorkshire

Bdaily

Bloomberg Business News
Capital FM - Yorkshire
Channel 4 News

Daily Express

Daily Mail

Daily Mirror

Doncaster Free Press
Energy Live News
Financial Times

Goole Times

Grimsby Telegraph
Hallam FM

Hull Daily Mail (Kingston
upon Hull)

ICIS news

Information Group
ITN Productions

ITV News Calendar
ITV Tyne Tees

John Henry

Metro

Minster FM 104.7
New Power

Platts

Press Association
Real Radio XS 106.1 FM
Scunthorpe Telegraph
Selby Times

Sheffield Telegraph
Sky News
SparkSpread

The Business Desk
The Daily Telegraph
The Economist

The Energy Industry Times
The Guardian

The Huffington Post - United
Kingdom

The Independent

The Northern Echo
(Darlington)

The North Yorkshire News
The Press (York)

The Star (Sheffield)

The Sun
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2.22
2.23

2.24

2.25

2.26

2.27

2.28

2.29

o The Times J Yorkshire Business Insider
o The Yorkshire Post (Leeds) J Yorkshire  Evening  Post
o Utility Week (Leeds)

R Water, Energy & . Lincolnshire Reporter & Echo
Environment
Outcomes of this press release are identified in Section 3 of this report.

Copies of the 29 August and the 3 September press releases relating to the
consultation are provided in Appendix 1.

Newspaper Advert

Newspaper adverts identifying the consultation events and the consultation webpage
were published in the Grimsby Telegraph (4 September 2018) and the Scunthorpe
Telegraph (6 September 2018). The Grimsby Telegraph has a circulation of 14,334 and
the Scunthorpe Telegraph has a circulation of 12,579.

A copy of the newspaper advert is provided in Appendix 2.
Advertisement Flyers

300 advertisement letters were delivered to the closest local businesses and residents
on the 10 September 2018. These flyers advertised the consultation venues and the
project webpage.

A copy of the letters is provided in Appendix 3 and the map of the area the letters
were sent is Appendix 4.

Direct Emails

Direct email invitations regarding the public consultation events were sent to the local
councillors and local parish councils. The emails were sent out on 6 September 2018.
The following groups were sent direct emails:

o Stallingborough Parish Council
o Immingham Town Council

o Healing Parish Council

. Great Coates Village Council

) Immingham Ward Councillors
. Wolds Ward Councillors

o Freshney Ward Councillors
Stakeholder Consultation

In addition to public consultations a number of pre-application discussions were
undertaken with the following bodies:

. NELC
° Invest North East Lincolnshire
° Cristal

o Synthomer
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2.30 On 8 October 2018 emails offering the chance to discuss the proposals with the Project
Team were sent to Stallingborough Parish Council, Immingham Town Council, and
Healing Parish Council. The clerk to Stallingborough Parish Council responded with a
tentative proposal for a meeting and this was followed up, but no further
correspondence was received.
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3.0
3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

3.7

3.8

3.9

3.10

3.1

CONSULTATION OUTCOMES

As identified in Section 2 of this SCI a number of consultation exercises were
undertaken in order to ensure the scheme was well publicised and members of the
public and key stakeholders had an opportunity to review and comment on the
proposals. This section of the SCl summarises the outcomes of each method.

It is noted that the deadline advertised for consultation comments to be submitted was
5pm on Friday 28 September 2018.

Public Consultation Drop in Events
Healing Manor, Healing - 13.09.18
Attended by 8 people as follows:

° representative of Invest North East Lincolnshire;
o representative of Grimsby Telegraph; and
° 6 local residents.

The Invest North East Lincolnshire representative discussed the planned development
and investments ongoing in the wider area.

The majority of the local resident attendees had concerns about the Great Coates
proposal, which is unrelated to the Applicant’s proposals, which they did not have
concerns about.

Europarc, Immingham - 14.09.18

Attended by 2 people:
° representative of Invest North East Lincolnshire; and
o 1 local business representative.

The local business representative expressed interest in how the SHBEC and their
business could potentially link.

Event Outcomes

As a result of the consultation events web articles were published online on Grimsby
Live (16 September) and Humber Business (17 September 2018) and the Scunthorpe
Telegraph (20 September). These articles both identified the project consultation email
address ‘consultation@shbenergycentre.co.uk’ as the way in which residents could
express their views.

Despite comments forms being accessible at the drop-in events, and an open
consultation email being available for comments, no written feedback was received
regarding views on the Proposed Development. The deadline set for comments to be
submitted was 5pm on the 28 September, though later submissions would have been
reviewed had any been sent.

The comments form made available at the drop-in event is available to view at
Appendix 5.

Webpage

Based upon a review of the online webpage analytics on the 3 October 2018 the
webpage has received the following usage since its launch on the 28 August:

° 319 Users in total
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02-08 September peak with 102 Users
418 Sessions (number of visits overall by the 319 users)
2.25 Pages per session

Average visit duration of 3 minutes 4 seconds

3.12 The website provided viewers with the option to ‘receive updates via email’; at the time
of writing 5 people had requested to be informed. Reminder emails were sent out to all
of the people that had requested updates prior to the events in order to ensure they
were aware the consultation events were taking place.

Press Releases

3.13 The outcomes of the press release sent out on 29 August comprised articles identifying
the proposals in the following media, comprising mainly sectoral publications:

The Business Desk (29 August)

British Utilities (29 August)

Energy Live News (30 August);
CompassFM 96.4 (30 August)

ENDS Waste and Bio Energy (31 August);

3.14 The outcomes of the press release sent out on 3 September comprised articles were
written identifying the ongoing consultation in the following local news publications;

Lincolnshire Reporter (12 September);
Grimsby Telegraph (4 September);
Humber Business (3 September);
CityX (12 September)

Parish and Councillor Emails

3.15 Emails were sent about the consultation to a range of local parishes and councillors.
No email responses were received from parish or ward councillors.

Meetings

3.16 The Applicant presented the proposals to the members of the NELC Planning
Committee on 7 November 2018 and answered questions arising on:

Impact on the NEWLINCS facility and source of the fuel — it was explained that
the Applicant is unlikely to be competing for the same (municipal) contracts; while
the Applicant does not yet have contracts in place, the amount of fuel currently
passing through the Humber Ports is large with around 600,000tpa passing
through Immingham alone.

HGV movements per day when operational— this was confirmed (via a follow-up
email) as 312 each way.

Carbon impacts/benefits — it was explained that this has not been quantified but
generally such plants represent a form of low-carbon energy generation. The
relevant policy is described in the Planning, Design and Access Statement.
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3.17

3.18

3.19

3.20

3.21

3.22

3.23

3.24

3.25

3.26

Community Questions

As a result of the consultation the following question was raised.

Question Consultation Response

Is there potential for wind-blown litter It was explained that the fuel storage

etc? This has been a problem on the bunker is enclosed, and that EP SHB could
existing plant in the area. seek to ensure that suppliers use suitably

covered/enclosed vehicles.

No other questions were raised as a result of the consultation.
Accordance with the CEF

In line with the CEF it has been demonstrated within the previous sections of the SCI
that the Applicant has appropriately engaged with the local community and
stakeholders. The below paragraphs summarise this engagement in line with the CEF
principles.

Clarity of Purpose — The Applicant made it publicly known on a number of platforms
that the engagement was taking place and established the purpose of this engagement
within all available documentation. The consultation event banners began with a clear
section on the aims of the consultation event.

Evidence Base — Through meetings with NELC and INEL the Applicant ensured that
they had an appropriate understanding of the local context to enable them to engage
with all the relevant bodies. This knowledge was in addition to the prior knowledge that
existed due to the applicant already being located in the local area.

Timing — In advance of the consultation sufficient time was allowed to enable members
of the public and stakeholder to become aware of the proposals and to make plans to
review them. Consultation event times were allocated to ensure that people could view
the plans during both the working day and also during the evening. For those not able
to attend a website was set up enabling people to review the details without needing to
attend a consultation event. Following the consultation event, a period of two weeks
was allowed in order to submit comments. All of the aforementioned times are
considered to be appropriate for all interested bodies.

Partnership — A number of discussions were held with stakeholders, such as NELC
and INEL, and emails were sent out to local parishes and ward councillors in order to
ensure there was an opportunity to discuss proposals if sought.

Communication — The Applicant has been clear throughout the consultation and has
always communicated in a transparent way that provides sufficient detail for interested
parties. Various communication methods were available for further questions or for
feedback to be provided to.

Flexibility — Through the establishment of a website, as well as the consultation
events, the Applicant has enabled a range of ways for interested parties to engage with
and view the proposals. In addition to this, by sending out press releases the Applicant
ensured a further range of people had an opportunity to read about and consider the
proposals.

Feedback — This SCI given a clear demonstration of the engagement activities carried
out and the results of the engagement. It is clear that whilst limited formal feedback
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was received from interested parties, the Applicant has at all times allowed the
opportunity for comments to be made.

3.27 Monitoring & Review — The Applicant regularly monitored and reviewed all
consultation methods to ensure all processes are appropriate and accessible for all the
community. In particular the consultation website was regularly updated to ensure
information was as accurate and up-to-date as possible.

3.28 As a result of the above, it is considered that this consultation has been undertaken in
line with the NELC’s CEF.
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4.0 POST SUBMISSION

4.1 Following the submission of the Application, the Project Team will continue to ensure
key stakeholders, local businesses and local community organisations are kept
informed of the progression of the proposals. This will be achieved through email
correspondence, website updates and update meetings where appropriate.

4.2 Any stakeholders who contact the Project Team during the course of the determination
of the Application will be responded to with the relevant information as appropriate.
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5.0 CONCLUSION

5.1 There was limited public feedback to the pre-application consultation undertaken by the
Applicant and no key issues of concern were identified. It is considered that this low
response rate and lack of concerns reflect the industrial nature of the South Humber
Bank area and the nature of the existing site, separated from population centres and
comprising an existing employment designation and power generation use.

5.2 The consultation has been demonstrated to have involved a range of methods to
provide members of the public with the opportunity to discuss the proposals with the
Project Team and comment upon them.

5.3 This SCI has, therefore, outlined how the Applicant has undertaken appropriate
consultation, which is in line with the NELC CEF and NELC SCI.
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APPENDIX 1: PRESS RELEASES (29 AUGUST 2018 & 3 SEPTEMBER
2018)
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29" August 2018

New Energy Centre planned at South Humber Bank Power Station

The owner and operator of EP South Humber Bank (EP SHB) power station is preparing
plans for a new Energy Centre on undeveloped land at the site.

The Energy Centre, to be known as the EP South Humber Bank Energy Centre, would be
powered by Refuse Derived Fuel. The Energy Centre would directly create around 50 new
permanent jobs and would represent an investment of around £300m within the area.

EP UK Investments (EPUKI) acquired South Humber Bank power station from Centrica in
2017, and has recently completed a £53m programme of investment to improve its efficiency
and extend its operational life, securing over 70 existing jobs. The existing power station
would not be affected by the Energy Centre proposals.

EP SHB has launched a website at www.shbenergycentre.co.uk and will be holding events
to provide further information on the Energy Centre in September. These events will be
advertised on the website. It is anticipated that a planning application for the Energy Centre
proposals will be submitted to North East Lincolnshire Council later this year.

James Crankshaw, Head of Engineering for EPUKI said

“The UK’s power generation mix is changing and there is a need for new power generation
and energy recovery facilities. The Energy Centre proposals are designed to meet these
needs and also create permanent local jobs. We look forward to receiving the community’s
views on our proposals through the project website or in person at our consultation events in
September”.

Notes

EP SHB is a subsidiary of EPUKI, which owns and operates a number of power stations
including Langage power station (recently acquired from Centrica) and Lynemouth power
station, which has been converted to biomass. EPUKI are advancing proposals for new gas-
fired power stations at King’s Lynn in Norfolk and at the site of the Eggborough coal fired
power station in North Yorkshire.

An illustration of how the Energy Centre could look is provided below.

- ENDS -

Media contact: Robert Stebbings, The Partners Group

Tel: 01904 610077

Email: robert@partners-group.co.uk


http://www.shbenergycentre.co.uk/
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South Humber Bank Energy Centre - Planning Consultation Dates
Announced

Following the announcement that owner and operator of South Humber Bank Power Station
(EP SHB) is preparing plans for a new Energy Centre on undeveloped land at the site, the
dates and venues for the public consultation have now been announced.

The public consultation events are open to the public to drop in at any time and will enable
residents to discuss the project with members of the project team. The dates and locations
are as follows:

. 2:00pm — 8:00pm, Thursday 13" September, Healing Manor Hotel, Healing,
DN41 7QF; and

. 9:30am - 3:30pm, Friday 14™ September, Europarc Innovation Centre, Innovation
Way , Grimsby, DN37 9TT

This consultation will provide information on the following:

. the decisions that have been made regarding the location of the Energy Centre;

. the layout of Energy Centre and the size and appearance of its main buildings;

. the environmental effects of the proposals and how these will be prevented,
reduced and where necessary, mitigated; and

. the next steps for the proposals.

If members of the public are unable to attend any of the consultation events they will be able
to find out further information on the proposals and view the exhibition materials on the
website:

www.shbenergycentre.co.uk

Comments on the proposals can be submitted by the following means:

Post: SHB Energy Centre Consultation, c/o DWD LLP, 6 New Bridge Street,
London, EC4V 6AB

E-mail: consultation@shbenergycentre.co.uk

All comments on the proposals should be submitted no later than 5pm on Friday 28th
September 2018.

Notes

EP SHB is a subsidiary of EPUKI, which owns and operates a number of power stations
including Langage power station (recently acquired from Centrica) and Lynemouth power
station, which has been converted to biomass. EPUKI are advancing proposals for new gas-
fired power stations at King’s Lynn in Norfolk and at the site of the Eggborough coal fired
power station in North Yorkshire.


http://www.shbenergycentre.co.uk/

EP SHB

An illustration of how the Energy Centre could look is provided below.
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New Energy Centre, South Humber Bank Power Station
Community Consultation Event - Thursday 13th and Friday 14th September.

EP SHB, the owner and operator of South Humber Bank Power Station, is preparing plans
for a new Energy Centre on undeveloped land at South Humber Bank Power Station.

EP SHB will be carrying out consultation on its proposals with the local community and
other stakeholders in September 2018.

This consultation will provide information on the following:

e the decisions that have been made regarding the location of the Energy Centre;

e the layout of Energy Centre and the size and appearance of its main buildings;

e the environmental effects of the proposals and how these will be prevented, reduced
and where necessary, mitigated; and

e the next steps for the proposals.

The public consultation events are open to the public to drop in at any time and will enable
residents to discuss the project with members of the project team. The dates and locations
are as follows:

Date Venue Time

Healing Manor Hotel, Healing, . _q.
Thursday 13th September DN41 70F 2:00pm - 8:00pm

; Europarc Innovation Centre, ) )
Friday 14th September Innovation Way, Grimsby, DN37 9TT 9:30am - 3:30pm

If you are unable to attend any of the exhibitions you will be able to find out further
information on the proposals and view the exhibition materials at:
http://www.sbhenergycentre.co.uk

Comments can be submitted by the following means:

Post: SHB Energy Centre Consultation, c/o DWD LLP, 6 New Bridge Street, London,
EC4V 6AB
E-mail: consultation@shbenergycentre.co.uk

All comments on the proposals should be submitted no later than
5pm on Friday 28th September 2018.
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Date: 07/09/2018
DWD

Property+Planning

Occupier 6 New Bridge Street
London EC4V 6AB
T: 020 7489 0213
F: 020 7248 4743
E: info@dwdllp.com
W: dwdllp.com

Dear Sir or Madam

SOUTH HUMBER BANK ENERGY CENTRE — PUBLIC CONSULTATION

We are writing on behalf of EP SHB, the owner and operator of South Humber Bank Power Station,
to invite you to take part in the public consultation on its proposals to develop a new energy centre
on undeveloped land at the Power Station site.

EP SHB is a subsidiary of EP UK Investments (EPUKI), which owns and operates a number of power
stations in the UK, including Langage Power Station (recently acquired from Centrica) and
Lynemouth Power Station, which has been converted to biomass. EPUKI are currently advancing
proposals for new gas-fired power stations at King’s Lynn in Norfolk and at the site of the
Eggborough coal-fired Power Station in North Yorkshire.

The Energy Centre, to be known as the South Humber Bank Energy Centre, would generate
electricity from Refuse Derived Fuel. The Energy Centre would directly create around 50 new jobs
and represent an investment of around £300m in the local area.

Public consultation events are being held in September to provide members of the local community
with the opportunity to discuss the proposals with members of the project team. The events will
provide information on the following:

. the decisions that have been made regarding the location of the Energy Centre;
. the layout of Energy Centre and the size and appearance of its main buildings;
. the environmental effects of the proposals and how these will be prevented, reduced

and where necessary, mitigated; and
. the next steps for the proposals.

The dates and locations for the public consultation events are as follows:

Date Venue Time

Thursday 13 Healing Manor Hotel, Healing, DN41 7QF 2:00pm — 8:00pm
September

Friday 14" Europarc Innovation Centre, Innovation Way, Grimsby, DN37 9:30am — 3:30pm
September 9TT

Partners

N M Fennell BSc MRICS A Vickery BSc MRICS IRRV (Hons) S Page BA MA (Cantab) MSc MRTPI m

R J Greeves BSc (Hons) MRICS G Denning B.Eng (Hons) MSc MRICS S Price BA (Hons) DipTP MRTPI V

AR Holden BSc (Hons) FRICS B Murphy BA (Hons) MRUP MRTPI P Roberts FRICS CEnv % UKAS

G Bullock BA (Hons) BPI. MRTPI A Meech BSc MRICS T Lodeiro BA (Hons) PGDip MSc MRICS % SGS MANACEMENT

0005

DWD is the trading name of Dalton Warner Davis LLP, a Limited Liability Partnership. Registered in England No. OC304838.
Registered Office: 6 New Bridge Street, London EC4V 6AB.fdsa
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Property+Planning

If you are unable to attend either of the events further information on the proposals, including the
information panels that will be displayed at the events, can be found at the Project website:
www.shbenergycentre.co.uk

Any comments you have on the proposals can be provided at one of the consultation events, or
submitted by the following means:

Post: SHB Energy Centre Consultation, c/o DWD LLP, 6 New Bridge Street, London, EC4V 6AB
E-mail: consultation@shbenergycentre.co.uk

We would ask that any comments you have are submitted no later than 5pm on Friday 28th
September 2018.

Yours sincerely

DWD LLP on behalf of EP SHB


http://www.shbenergycentre.co.uk/
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THE SOUTH HUMBER BANK ENERGY CENTRE PROJECT

COMMUNITY CONSULTATION EVENT — COMMENTS SHEET

Thank you for taking the time to attend today’s consultation event. If you have any comments on the
South Humber Bank Energy Centre Project, we would be grateful if you could take a few minutes to
provide these on this comments sheet. We will keep your contact details private.

Please provide your name and contact details below:

Name

Address

Email

Telephone

Should you wish to take the comments sheet away with you and submit it later, please send it by post
to:

SHB Energy Centre Consultation
c/o DWD Property + Planning

6 New Bridge Street

London

ECV4 6AB

You can also email the sheet to consultation@shbenergycentre.co.uk

Further information and updates on the Project can be found on the Project website at
www.shbenergycentre.co.uk

Please write any comments you wish to make on the Project below:



mailto:consultation@shbenergycentre.co.uk
http://www.shbenergycentre.co.uk/
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GLOSSARY

Abbreviation Description

BEIS Department for Business, Energy and Industrial
Strategy.

CCGT Combined Cycle Gas Turbine.

DCO Development Consent Order: provides a consent
for building and operating an NSIP.

EfW Energy from Waste: the combustion of waste
material to provide electricity and/or heat.

EIA Environmental Impact Assessment.

EPUKI EP UK Investments Ltd.

ES Environmental Statement.

ExA Examining Authority: An inspector or panel of
inspectors appointed to examine the application.

MW Megawatt: the measure of power produced.

NELC North East Lincolnshire Council.

NPS National Policy Statement.

NSIP Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project: for
which a DCO is required.

PA 2008 Planning Act 2008.

PEIR Preliminary Environmental Information Report -
summarising the likely environmental impacts of
the proposed development.

PINS Planning Inspectorate.

Q1 Quarter 1

SHBEC South Humber Bank Energy Centre.

SHBPS South Humber Bank Power Station.

SoCC Statement of Community Consultation: sets out
how a developer will consult the local community
about a proposed NSIP.

EP Waste Management Ltd The Applicant.

SoS Secretary of State.
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INTRODUCTION

Context

EP Waste Management Ltd (the ‘Applicant’) is proposing to apply for development
consent from the Secretary of State (‘SoS’) for Business, Energy and Industrial Strategy
(‘BEIS’) for a proposed energy from waste (‘EfW’) power station, known as the South
Humber Bank Energy Centre (‘SHBEC’) (the ‘Proposed Development’) of up to 95
megawatts (‘MW’) gross electrical output on land at the South Humber Bank Power
Station (‘SHBPS’) site, South Marsh Road, near Stallingborough, DN41 8BZ (the ‘Site’).

The Planning Act 2008 (‘PA 2008’) defines an onshore electricity generating station
exceeding 50 MW electrical output in England and which does not generate electricity
from wind as a nationally significant infrastructure project (a ‘NSIP’). Development
consent is required for the construction and operation of a NSIP. This is granted in the
form of an ‘order’ known as a development consent order (a ‘DCO’).

Full planning permission under the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 was granted by
North East Lincolnshire Council (‘NELC’), the Local Planning Authority, on 12 April 2019
(the ‘Planning Permission’) for an EfW facility of up to 49.9 MW gross electrical output
(the ‘Consented Development’) at the Site.

Since the Planning Permission was granted the Applicant has been assessing potential
opportunities to improve the efficiency of the Consented Development and is now
proposing an EfW facility of up 95 MW gross electrical output. This means it is classed
as a NSIP which requires development consent under the PA 2008. As confirmed above,
development consent is granted in the form of a DCO.

An application for development consent for the construction and operation of the
Proposed Development will be submitted to the Planning Inspectorate (‘PINS’) who will
examine the application and make a recommendation to the SoS for BEIS who will then
decide if development consent should be granted.

The Purpose of this Document

This Statement of Community Consultation (‘SoCC’) has been prepared by the Applicant
in accordance with Section 47 ‘Duty to consult local community’ of the PA 2008. Section
47 places a statutory duty on applicants for development consent to “prepare a statement
setting out how the applicant proposes to consult, about the proposed application, people
living in the vicinity of the land.” The SoCC therefore sets out how the Applicant will
consult the local community within the vicinity of the Site about its proposals prior to
submission of the application for development consent.

The SoCC has been prepared with reference to guidance on pre-application consultation
published by the government and PINS. In addition, it has taken account of the Statement
of Community Involvement (2013) and Community Engagement Framework (2016)
produced by NELC. Furthermore, the Applicant has consulted NELC on the content of
the SoCC in accordance with Section 47(2) of the PA 2008.

The SoCC provides a brief overview of the Site, the Proposed Development and the
development consent application process. The SoCC further explains how preliminary
environmental information will be publicised and provided during the pre-application
consultation; sets out the Applicant’s approach to consultation; and confirms who and
where the Applicant will consult and what consultation methods will be used. It also
explains how peoples’ comments will be taken into account.

The statutory pre-application consultation of the local community (in accordance with
Section 47 of the PA 2008) will commence toward the end of October 2019. The local
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community will be consulted on the proposals via a range of methods, including through
public consultation events held at local venues. The consultation will finish by mid-
December 2019, meeting the statutory requirement to allow at least 30 days for the local
community to submit comments on the proposals. Further information on the consultation
timescales, who and where the Applicant will consult and the consultation methods that
will be employed is provided at Sections 5 to 7 of this document.
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2.2.6

THE SOUTH HUMBER BANK ENERGY CENTRE PROJECT

The Applicant

EP UK Investments (EPUKI), the parent company of the Applicant, acquired the SHBPS
site from Centrica in 2017. The SHBPS site includes a combined cycle gas turbine
(‘CCGT’) power plant, its cooling water pumping station and areas of undeveloped land.
The Proposed Development will be built on land within the boundary of the SHBPS site
to the east of the CCGT power plant.

EPUKI owns and operates a number of other power stations in the UK. These include
Langage Power Station, a CCGT power plant near Plymouth in Devon; Lynemouth Power
Station, a biomass fuelled power plant in Northumberland; and power generation assets
in Northern Ireland. EPUKI also owns sites with consent for new power stations in Norfolk
and North Yorkshire.

Site Location and Description

The location of the Site is shown on Figure 2.1 on the followjng page. The Site boundary
is shown edged in red on Figure 2.2 (also on the following page). The Proposed
Development would be built within the ‘Main Development Area’ shown edged in green
on Figure 2.2.

SHBPS has a gross electrical output of around 1,365 MW. It first became operational in
1997, with its second phase coming online in 1999. In 2015, £53 million was committed
to an overhaul of the CCGTs in order to ensure the future of the power plant until at least
2027. Various refurbishments and minor developments, such as the gatehouse, have
also been carried out in recent years.

The Site is accessed from both the west, along Hobson Way, and from the north, along
South Marsh Road and has good access to the A180.

The Main Development Area (Figure 2.2) is located to the east of CCGT power plant. It
comprises a grassed area through which passes the underground cooling water pipes
connecting the power plant to the cooling water pumping station located outside the Site
further to the east.

The remainder of the Site (outside the Main Development Area) comprises the
operational SHBPS site. Some of the land within this area will be used for construction
laydown, ecological mitigation and access.

The Site is situated in an area that comprises a mix of industrial and agricultural land use.
The closest residential properties are approximately 1 km west of the Site. The nearest
settlement is the village of Stallingborough over 2km to the south-west.

September 2019 5



EP Waste Management Ltd EP UK Investments

Statement of Community Consultation

Figure 2.1: Site Location
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The Proposed Development

While development consent is being sought from the SoS for BEIS, it is anticipated that
the Applicant will commence construction of the Consented Development in accordance
with the Planning Permission, which allows for an EfW facility with a gross electrical
output of up to 49.9 MW. The submission of information to discharge the planning
conditions attached to the Planning Permission has already begun and it is anticipated
that applications to discharge conditions regarding the approval of the detailed design of
the EfW facility will be submitted to NELC during Quarter 1 (‘Q1’) of 2020.

The following works (additional to those which have been approved by the Planning
Permission) will be required to allow the EfW facility to achieve a gross electrical output
of up to 95 MW:

o Extended air-cooled condenser - an additional row of fans and heat exchangers
will be added to the air-cooled condenser.

o Increased cooling capacity for the generator - to allow the generator to operate at
an increased load and generate more power.

o Increased generator transformer capacity - to allow the generator to achieve up to
95 MW.

o Ancillary works - the above works will require ancillary works and operations, such
as new cabling or pipes.

It should be noted that no changes are proposed to the maximum building dimensions
and fuel throughput that were approved by the Planning Permission and assessed as
part of the Environmental Impact Assessment that accompanied the planning application
submitted to NELC.
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THE APPLICATION PROCESS

As confirmed in Section 1, the Proposed Development is a NSIP for the purposes of the
PA 2008 and development consent is required from the SoS for BEIS for its construction
and operation.

Before an application for development consent can be submitted to PINS there is a
statutory duty on the applicant under Section 47 of the PA 2008 to consult the local
community within the vicinity of the site in question.

Following submission of the application PINS will first decide, on behalf of the SoS and
within a prescribed period of 28 days, whether to accept the application for examination.
If accepted, PINS will then appoint an independent inspector or panel of inspectors, also
known as the Examining Authority (‘ExA’), who will examine the application on behalf of
the SoS.

There will be the opportunity for the local community and other stakeholders to be
engaged in the examination process and to express their views on the application.

Following an examination process of up to six months, the ExA will have three months to
write a report setting out a recommendation as to whether developme