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Glossary
The Glossary below provides a useful overview of the acronyms used in
relation to the proposed Keuper Gas Storage Project (KGSP) and
associated technical assessments. Whilst many of the terms are not
actively used in this Consultation Report, they do feature in the submitted
Environmental Statement (ES) and Development Consent Order (DCO)
documentation. This Glossary can be used to aid understanding of the
further information that is given in the ES Chapters and other
documentation that is referenced extensively throughout this
Consultation Report.

Term

Definition

the Act
the Applicant

The Planning Act 2008 (as amended).
Keuper Gas Storage Limited (KGSL), a wholly owned subsidiary of INEOS
Enterprises Group Limited, is the applicant and will be the entity with
the benefit of the Development Consent Order (defined in the draft
Development Consent Order as the ‘undertaker’).

the Application

The application by KGSL for Development Consent for the Project.

Associated
Development

Development needed to allow the infrastructure to operate as
intended but which is not itself part of a Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project as defined in Section 115 (2) of the Act.

Authorised
Development

Term used in the draft Development Consent Order to mean the
development described in schedule 1 of the draft Development
Consent Order and any other development authorised by the Order,
which is development within the meaning of section 32 of the Act.

Brownhayes Farm
Access Road

The area shaded brown within plot 5.01 on the land plan drawing 1303-01/HOL/24/617 (Doc ref.2.1).

Brine

Brine and Water
Business

Salt water solution.
INOVYN Enterprises Limited own land at Holford Brinefield and have
leased those parts necessary to KGSL for the development of the
Project. INOVYN Enterprises Limited will own and operate the existing
brine and water infrastructure proposed to be used for the supply of
water and offtake of brine in the solution mining for the Project.
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Category 1
Category 2
Category 3
Cavity(ies)

Energy National
Policy Statements

Examining Authority
Gas Storage
Cavity(ies)
the CPI Guidance
the DCLG Guidance
Holford Gas Storage
Project
Holford Brinefield

Holford Site

INOVYN ChlorVinyls
Limited

INOVYN Enterprises
Limited

INEOS Enterprises
Group Limited

A person is within Category 1 if they meet the criteria set out in section
57 (1) of the Planning Act 2008
A person is within Category 2 if they meet the criteria set out in section
57 (2) of the Planning Act 2008
A person is within Category 3 if they meet the criteria set out in section
57 (4) of the Planning Act 2008.
See Gas Storage Cavity(ies)
The National Policy Statements EN-1, the Overarching National Policy
Statement for Energy, and EN-4, National Policy Statement for Gas
Supply Infrastructure & Gas and Oil Pipelines relating to Energy
Infrastructure – designated on 19th July 2011 by the Secretary of State
for Energy and Climate Change.
The National Infrastructure Directorate of the Planning Inspectorate.
Underground cavern(s), created through solution mining, used to store
natural gas.
Guidance related to procedures for the compulsory acquisition of land,
dated September 2013.
Guidance related to the pre-application process dated March 2015.
The underground gas storage facility at the Holford Brinefield, owned
by Holford Gas Storage Limited (E.ON Gas Storage UK).
The UK’s largest operational brinefield, located in Cheshire and where
the Keuper Gas Storage Project is proposed to be developed.
Land at the southern end of the Holford Brinefield and surrounding
area, north of Middlewich, Cheshire.
INOVYN ChlorVinyls Limited (ICV), whose registered address is Runcorn
Site HQ, South Parade, PO Box 9, Runcorn, Cheshire, WA7 4JE and
company registration no.: 04068812. ICV own and operate the
Runcorn Site.
INOVYN Enterprises Limited (IEL), whose registered address is Runcorn
Site HQ, South Parade, Runcorn, Cheshire, WA7 4JE and company
registration no.: 04651437.
INEOS Enterprises Group Limited (IEGL), whose registered address is
Runcorn Site HQ, South Parade, PO Box 9, Runcorn, Cheshire, WA7 4JE
and company registration no.: 04687714, is the parent company to
KGSL and a number of other chemical manufacturing businesses. IEGL is
ultimately owned by INEOS A.G. (A global chemical manufacturing
company headquartered in Switzerland)
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INOVYN

land plan
Listed Building

Lostock Works Site

Lostock Works Area

Main Assessment
Area

Main Development
Area
National Grid
National
Transmission System
Non Statutory
Consultation
Order Land

Order limits

A new joint venture between INEOS A.G. and Solvay S.A., to be known
as INOVYN, which includes the businesses of IEL and ICV. The Brine &
Water Business is part of the INOVYN group of businesses. The
Applicant, KGSL, will remain within the ownership of its parent
company INEOS Enterprises Group Limited and will not form part of the
INOVYN joint venture.
Means the plan certified as the land plan by the Secretary of State for
the purposes of the Order.
A building listed as being of special architectural or historic interest
under Planning (Listed Building and Conservation Areas) Act 1990 (as
amended).
Lostock Works Site is located at Lostock Works, Griffiths Road
Northwich, Cheshire, CW9 7NU and is where the existing Brine
Purification Plant is located. The Lostock Works Site is owned and
operated by INOVYN Enterprises Limited. An adjacent site “Lostock
Works” is owned by Tata Chemicals Europe Limited and does not form
part of the Project except as a customer for brine. The Lostock Works
Site is shown on Drawing No. 13-03-01/HOL/24/234 (Doc ref 2.5).
Lostock Works Area is located at Lostock Works Site, Griffiths Road,
part of the Brine Purification Plant owned and operated by INOVYN
Enterprises Limited. The Lostock Works Area is shown on Drawing No.
13-03-01/HOL/24/234 (Doc ref 2.5). The area is to be used for the
construction and use of two new tanks.
The area of development within the Order limits where gas storage
cavities and compounds, solution mining compound and gas
marshalling compounds including NTS connection, Gas processing plant
and other infrastructure development as shown in Figure 5.3 of the
Environmental Statement.
The area shown within the Order limits on the land plans drawing 1303-01/HOL/24/614, 615, 616 and 617 (Doc ref. 2.2).
Means National Grid Gas plc (Company registration number 02006000)
or any successor company performing the same functions.
National Grid’s national gas supply network.
Early engagement undertaken to help raise awareness of the project
and influence the formal statutory consultation process.
Means the land shown on the land plans and described in the Book of
Reference (Doc ref. 4.3).
The limits shown on the works plans within which the authorised
development may be carried out as shown on Drawing Nos. 13-0301/HOL/24/100 – 107.
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Owner

the Project

the Runcorn Brine
Outfall Area

the Runcorn Site

In relation to land, has the same meaning as in section 7 of the
Acquisition of Land Act 1981
Construction and operation of an underground gas storage facility to
store gas in, extract gas from and inject gas into, with a total storage
capacity of 500 million standard cubic metres (mcm) and having an
import and export capability of up to 34 mcm per day, comprising 19
operational underground cavities formed by solution mining on and
under land at the southern end of the Holford Brinefield and
surrounding area, north of Middlewich, Cheshire.
Land to be used to construct and host the brine outfall pipe covering
the area from the existing outfall at Weston Canal (Weaver Navigation)
at the Runcorn Site to the new outfall into the Manchester Ship Canal,
as shown on Drawing No.13-03-01/HOL/24/236.
A large chemical works manufacture site predominately owned by
INOVYN ChlorVinyls Limited in Runcorn, Cheshire.

Scheduled
Monument

A nationally important site or monument scheduled under Ancient
Monuments and Archaeological Areas Act 1979 (as amended).

Solution Mining

The process for creating cavities by which water is pumped into a
borehole drilled into the salt bed and as the surrounding salt is
dissolved into a solution a void or cavity in the salt deposit is formed.

Statement of
Common Ground

A document clearly stating any areas of agreement and / or
disagreement between two parties in relation to a particular aspect of
the Application.

Statutory
Consultation

SOLVAY S.A.
Stublach Gas
Storage Project
Telford Wall
the Whitley
Pumping Station
Area
works plans

The consultation undertaken to fulfill the applicant’s duty to consult
prior to submitting an application for a development consent order as
required by Chapter 2 of Part 5 of the Act.
SOLVAY S.A. is headquartered and registered in Brussels and is a global
chemical manufacturing business. Solvay’s vinyl and PVC manufacturing
assets form part of the INOVYN joint venture.
The underground gas storage facility at the Holford Brinefield, owned
by Storengy UK Limited (a subsidiary of GDF Suez).
The wall between Manchester Ship Canal and Weaver Navigation.
The existing Whitley Pumping Station at Whitley, Cheshire to be
refurbished as part of the project, as shown on Drawing No.13-0301/HOL/24/235 (Doc ref. 2.5).
This means the plan certified as the work plan by the Secretary of State
for the purposes of the Order.
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Acronyms

Abbreviation
µg
AAP
ACZ
AD
ADMS
AES
AIL
ALC
Am3
AOD
Aol
AoS
APIS
AQMA
AQS
ATC
BAS
BAT
Bcm
BGS

Term
Microgram
Area of Archaeological Potential
Archaeological Character Zone
Anno Domini
Atmospheric Dispersion Modelling System
Annual Energy Statement
Abnormal Indivisible Load
Agricultural Land Classification
Actual Metre Cubed
Above Ordnance Datum
Area of Influence
Appraisal of Sustainability
the UK Air Pollution Information System
Air Quality Management Area
Air Quality Standard
Automatic Traffic Count
Biodiversity Action Site
Best Available Techniques
Billion Cubic Metres
British Geological Survey
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BMV
BoCC
BPEO
BPP
BTO
CAI
CBC
CDM
CEC
CEH
CEMP
Cg
CHER
CIEEM
CMP
COMAH
CP
CRoW
CRT
CSM
CSU

Best and Most Versatile
Birds of Conservation Concern
Best Practicable Environmental Option
Brine Purification Plant
British Trust for Ornithology
Compulsory Acquisition Information
Common Bird Census
Construction Design Management Regulations 2007
Cheshire East Council
Centre for Ecology and Hydrology
Construction Environmental Management Plan
Crewe Group
Cheshire Historic Environmental Record
Chartered Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management
Consents Management Plan
Control of Major Accident Hazards
Civil Parish
Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000
Canal and River Trust
Conceptual Site Model
Consents Service Unit

CWCC

Cheshire West and Chester Council

DAS

Design and Access Statement

dB

Decibel
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DBA
DCLG
DCO
DECC
DEFRA
DMRB
DTM

Desk Based Assessment
Department for Communities and Local Government
Development Consent Order
Department for Energy and Climate Change
Department for Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
UK Highways Agency Design Manual for Roads and Bridges
Digital Terrain Model

EA

Environment Agency

EA PPG

Environment Agency Pollution Prevention Guidelines

EC

European Commission

ECHR

European Convention of Human Rights

ECJ

European Court Justice

EcIA

Ecological Impact Assessment

eDNA

Environmental DNA

EHO

Environmental Health Officer

EIA
ELC
EMP
EN-1
EN-4

EP
EPA
EPR
EPS

Environmental Impact Assessment
The European Landscape Convention
Environmental Management Plan
The Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy
National Policy Statement for Gas Supply Infrastructure and Gas and
Oil Pipelines
Environmental Permit
The Environmental Protection Act 1990
Environmental Permitting Regulations (England and Wales) 2010
European Protected Species
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EPUK
EQS
ES
EU
ExA
Fm
FRA
FTE
GCN
GCRS
GLVIA 3
g/l
GSPF

H1
Ha
HA
HBC
HDPE
HER
HGSL
HGSP
HGV
HP

Environmental Protection UK
Environmental Quality Standards
Environmental Statement
European Union
Examining Authority
Formation
Flood Risk Assessment
Full Time Equivalent
Great Crested Newt
Geological Conservation Review Sites
The Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
Grams per litre
Gas Security Policy Framework
Environment Agency’s Horizontal Guidance H1
Hectare
Highways Agency
Halton Borough Council
High-Density Polyethylene
Historic Environmental Record
Holford Gas Storage Limited
Holford Gas Storage Project
Heavy Goods Vehicle
High Pressure
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HRA

Habitats Regulation Assessment

HSC

Hazardous Substances Consent

HSE

Health and Safety Executive

HIS

Habitat Suitability Index

IAQM

UK Institute of Air Quality Management

ICR
ICV
IDB
IEA
IEL
IEEM
IEGL
IEMA
IfA
IHT
IPC
IROPI
ISO
JNCC
JSA
Kg
KGSL
KGSP
Km
KSF

Interim Consultation Report
INOVYN Chlorvinyls Limited
Internal Drainage Board
The UK Institute of Environmental Assessment
INOVYN Enterprises Limited
Institute of Ecology and Environmental Management (now CIEEM)
INEOS Enterprises Group Limited
Institute of Environmental Management and Assessment
Institute for Archaeologists
Institution of Highways and Transportation
Infrastructure Planning Commission (now abolished)
Imperative Reasons of Overriding Public Interest
International Organisation for Standardization
Joint Nature Conservation Committee
Job Seekers Allowance
Kilogram
Keuper Gas Storage Limited (the Applicant)
Keuper Gas Storage Project
Kilometres
King Street Fault
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kV
LBAP
LCA
LCT
LDF
LDV
LNG
LNR
LONI
LPA
LPP
LTN
LTP
LVA
LVIA
LWS
M
M3
MAA
MAGIC

Kilovolt
Local Biodiversity Action Plan
Landscape Character Area
Landscape Character Type
Local Development Framework
Light Duty Vehicle
Liquefied Natural Gas
Local Nature Reserve
Letter of No Impediment
Local Planning Authority
Local Policy Plan
Local Transport Note
Local Transport Plan
Landscape and Visual Amenity
Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
Local Wildlife Site
Metre
Cubic Metre
Main Assessment Area
Multi Agency Geographic Information for the Countryside

MANWEB

Merseyside And North Wales Electricity Board

Mbod

Metres below Ordnance Datum

Mcm

Million Standard Cubic Metres

MEP

Member of European Parliament

MMO

Marine Management Organisation
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MP
MPS

Member of Parliament
Marine Policy Statement

MSC

Manchester Ship Canal

MVA

Megavolt Ampere

NBN

National Biodiversity Network

NCA

National Character Area

NE

Natural England

NERC

Natural Environment and Rural Communities

NG

National Grid

NHM

Northwich Halite Member

NID

National Infrastructure Directorate

NML

Noise Monitoring Locations

NNR

National Nature Reserve

NOx

General term for the mono-nitrogen oxides NO and NO2 (Nitric
Oxide and Nitrogen Dioxide)

NPPF

National Planning Policy Framework

NPS

National Policy Statement

NRMM

Non-Road Mobile Machinery

NSIP

Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project

NSR

Noise Sensitive Receptor

NSRI

National Soil Resources Institute

NTS

National Transmission System

ODPM

Office of the Deputy Prime Minister

Ofgem

Office of Gas and Electricity Markets

OSGR

Ordnance Survey Grid Reference

PARCA

Planning and Advanced Reservation of Capacity Agreement
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PCA

Planning and Consent Agreement

PEC

Predicted Environmental Contribution

pH

A measure of the acidity or alkalinity of a solution

PEIR

Preliminary Environmental Information Report

PINS

Planning Inspectorate

PO

Project Overview

PPE

Personal Protective Equipment

PPG

Planning Policy Guidance

PPL

Potential Pollutant Linkage

PPS

Planning Policy Statement

PSU
PVC

Practical Salinity Unit
Polyvinyl Chloride

RDS

Rural Development Service

RIGS

Regionally Important Geological Sites

RSPB

Royal Society for the Protection of Birds

SAC

Special Area of Conservation

SM

Scheduled Monument

SBI

Site of Biological Importance

SCI

Statement of Community Involvement

SCP

Sediment Control Plan

SGSP

Stublach Gas Storage Project

SHSF

Shirdley Hill Sands Formation

SM

Scheduled Monument

SMF

Sidmouth Mudstone Formation

SMP

Soil Management Plan
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SNCBs

Statutory Nature Conservation Bodies

SoCC

Statement of Community Consultation

SoCG

Statement of Common Ground

SoE

Statement of Engagement

SoS

Secretary of State

SPA

Special Protection Area

SPEN

Scottish Power Energy Networks

SRM2

The Dutch Standard Calculation Method For Road Traffic Noise

SSG

Sand Stone Group

SSSI

Site of Special Scientific Interest

SuDS

Sustainable Drainage System

TA

Transport Assessment

TP

Travel Plan

UGS

Underground Gas Storage

UKCS

UK Continental Shelf

ULSD

Ultra-Low Sulphur Tax Exempt Diesel

WCA

Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981

WFD

Water Framework Directive

WRAP

Waste and Resources Action Programme

ZTV

Zone of Theoretical Visibility
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Executive Summary


Keuper Gas Storage Limited (“KGSL” or “the Applicant”) has undertaken extensive
pre-application consultation on proposals to develop underground gas storage
facilities, known as the Keuper Gas Storage Project (“KGSP” or “the Project”) at the
Holford Brinefield and surrounding area to the north of Middlewich, Cheshire. The
proposed KGSP is a Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP) in accordance
with the requirements of the Planning Act 2008 (the Act), as amended by the
Localism Act 2011, and as such, KGSL is applying to the Secretary of State (SoS) for
the Department of Energy and Climate Change (DECC) for a Development Consent
Order (DCO). This Consultation Report has been prepared in accordance with Section
37(3)(c) of the Act, which includes the requirement for the DCO application to be
accompanied by a Consultation Report.



Consistent with guidance that suggests early engagement to allow an opportunity to
influence the proposals, as well as a multi-stage approach, KGSL launched the KGSP
in March 2014, followed by a period of non-statutory consultation in April 2014 and
statutory consultation October 2014. The approach and scope of the consultation
was outlined in a Statement of Engagement (SoE) (non-statutory stage) and the
publication of a Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) (statutory stage), with
the Applicant seeking the views of the relevant local authorities on each.



Consultation was carried out in accordance with the Infrastructure Planning
(Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009 and accompanying
guidance and advice notes.

The Consultation Report outlines how KGSL has

consulted those prescribed in all relevant sections of the Act. Before commencing
Section 42 consultation the SoS was notified in accordance with Section 46 and
supplied with consultation materials in connection with the Project.


A range of engagement tools were employed throughout both stages of
consultation, including meetings; circulation of project newsletters; hosting a series
of Information Days; two Stakeholder Workshops; a dedicated website; establishing
21

project-specific communication channels; and print and online feedback forms
amongst others.


Feedback and discussions were collated and recorded and are analysed in this
Report. Consultation responses include detailed formal submissions from prescribed
bodies, and others, in accordance with Section 42 of the Act, as well as more general
comments from members of the wider community, consulted in accordance with
Section 47. Common themes of consultation responses include feedback on various
environmental impact assessment topic areas including in particular, traffic and
transport; geology; ecology; visual impact; noise; and socio-economic factors.



This Report demonstrates how KGSL has had regard to relevant responses, as
required by Section 49 of the Act. The Applicant has responded to submissions as a
result of consultation under Section 42, 47 and 48 of the Act and feedback has
helped to shape the proposals and environmental assessments as they progressed.
KGSL has shown how it responded to consultation submissions and has provided an
overview of the main outcomes in the conclusion to this Report.



Outcomes as a result of consultation on the KGSP include but are not limited to the
relocation of five proposed cavity locations; extending consultation zones;
modifications to pipework routes; design of the proposed pipe bridge at Runcorn;
revised construction road layouts; further environmental surveys; an uplift in the
community benefit fund; and additional mitigation measures including landscaping.



In April 2015 the Applicant decided to reduce the extent of the Project DCO
application boundary. In general terms, this was to remove areas where no
development is proposed and which are not required for the Project. KGSL carefully
considered its approach to consultation in light of this change and concluded that
further consultation was not required as a result of the reduction. The reduction
does not represent a very substantial change in the proposals for the Project. On the
contrary, the proposals have not changed at all. The revised DCO Order Limits merely
reflect the fact that no development is proposed in the areas that have been
removed. As such, in KGSL’s view, the reduction of the DCO Order Limits does not
22

materially change the KGSP or materially change its impacts. KGSL believes,
therefore, that its approach is fair, reasonable and proportionate in the
circumstances.


Although consultation on the Application has closed, the Applicant is committed to
continued engagement with key stakeholders and the local community. KGSL will
inform and update via the KGSP website, and existing channels facilitated by INOVYN
Enterprises Limited (IEL), including the annual Tenant Farmer’s Meeting, INOVYN
Parish Council Liaison Meeting and existing employee communications processes.



This Report is supported by a separate Annex document, which includes the
published materials and communication tools, as well as legislation check lists and
reference sheets.
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1. Introduction
Consultation and the Report
1.1.

This Consultation Report has been prepared by Keuper Gas Storage Limited (KGSL),
the Applicant, to provide a detailed description of pre-application consultation
carried out on plans for the proposed Keuper Gas Storage Project (KGSP). It is
intended that the information be as accessible as possible to enable consultees and
other interested parties to understand how KGSL has consulted on the Project, had
regard to responses submitted and responded to feedback received.

1.2.

The Applicant has had full regard to the requirements set out in the Planning Act
2008 (the Act) when carrying out consultation and producing this Consultation
Report. Section 37(3)(c) of the Act contains the requirement for the DCO application
to be accompanied by a Consultation Report, which is required to provide details of
how the Applicant has complied with the consultation requirements in the Act, detail
responses received and how the Applicant has taken account of these.

1.3.

A Response Chart is included, Annex 01 to this Report, to provide an overview of the
feedback received during consultation and how the Applicant has responded.

1.4.

The Applicant has, when undertaking consultation on the Project, used a participant
reference number system. This reference system provides those who submitted
feedback with a unique participant number. These numbers correlate with the
submitted views and are contained within the Response Chart (see Annex 01). Upon
acceptance of the Application, the Applicant will write to participants to provide
their unique reference number. This will enable them to easily navigate the Report
and see directly how their views have been taken into consideration and the
Applicant’s response.
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The Project
1.5.

KGSP includes the construction and operation of 19 underground cavities with
capacity to store a working gas volume up to 500 million standard cubic metres
(mcm) of natural gas, having an import and export capability of up to 34 mcm per
day.

1.6.

The Project is a nationally significant infrastructure project (“NSIP”) by virtue of:

1.6.1.

Sections 14(1)(c) and 17(1) of the 2008 Act, as the Project requires the carrying
out of operations in England for the purpose of creating an underground gas
storage facility with a working capacity of at least 43 Million Standard Cubic
Metres (“mcm”); and

1.6.2.

Sections 14(1) (g) and 21(1) of the 2008 Act, as the Project requires the
provision of a system of pipes that form part of the Project and are required to
convey brine, nitrogen and natural gas; are cross-country pipelines that would,
but for s.33 (1) of the 2008 Act, require authorisation under s.1 (1) of the
Pipelines Act 1962 (being in excess of 16.093 kilometres in total aggregate
length), and begin, and end, in England.

1.7.

The Project will improve security of supply of gas to the UK national supply network.
It will accept gas from National Grid’s (NG) gas network, the National Transmission
System (NTS), during periods of low demand and store it in new, gas storage salt
cavities in the southern part of the Holford Brinefield. During high gas demand from
consumers, the gas will be withdrawn from storage, conditioned and exported to the
NTS.

1.8.

The DCO application boundary includes a number of separate areas. The 19
underground cavities, Gas Processing Plant and much of the proposed infrastructure
is to be located within the Holford Brinefield, an area described in the Application as
the Main Development Area. In addition to the Main Development Area associated
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development is proposed at three other locations: the INOVYN Lostock Works Site,
Lostock; the INOVYN Whitley Pumphouse at Whitley; and the installation of a new
brine outfall on and adjacent to land owned by ICV at the Runcorn Site.

It is important to note that the DCO application boundary that was consulted upon

1.9.

included areas of proposed development and – due to the proposed use of the
existing pipeline between the Holford Brinefield and Runcorn – areas where there is
no proposed construction but the proposed use of infrastructure. As such, the initial
DCO application boundary included a greater area than that now proposed and was
a continuous application boundary line around the Main Development Area, the
water pumping station at Ravenscroft, areas of the northern half of the Holford
Brinefield and extending north west to Runcorn. Much of early consultation material
includes the use of this more extensive area, highlighting the conservative approach
to consultation taken by the Applicant. In addition, the Applicant took a zoned
approach to consultation, with areas more likely to be impacted by the Project in
Zone A and those near areas of existing infrastructure with no proposed construction
in Zone B. Further details of this zoned approach can be found in the Report’s
subsequent chapters.
1.10.

In April 2015 the Applicant decided to reduce the proposed DCO Order Limits from
those initially envisaged and consulted upon in the April 2014 Non-Statutory and
October 2014 Statutory Consultation exercises. In general terms, this was to remove
areas where no development is proposed and which are not required for the KGSP.
Specifically, the reduced DCO Order Limits are intended to:

1.10.1. More closely align with the boundaries of the works and land rights proposed
on the main development area, and to exclude third party land which is not
necessary for construction or maintenance of the KGSP and over which land
rights are not required;

1.10.2. Remove entirely from the DCO Order Limits the water pipe corridor (from
Ravenscroft) and brine pipe corridor (to Runcorn). This change recognises that
no development is proposed along the length of the water or brine pipelines
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(excluding the associated development described at the Lostock, Whitely and
Runcorn sites), and that no rights over the pipeline corridors are necessary
beyond those easements which already exist to INOVYN’s benefit; and

1.10.3. Remove from the DCO Order Limits the northern brinefield (Lach Dennis to
Lostock), where no development is proposed. This area was initially included to
allow full understanding of the future proposed use of extracted brine. This
area contains cavities used to ‘saturate’ the brine – a process neither associated
nor ancillary to the KGSP.

1.11.

KGSL carefully considered its approach to consultation in light of the above changes.
It considered the guidance set out in the Department of Communities and Local
Government document Planning Act 2008: Guidance on the pre-application process
and, in particular, paragraphs 73-77 of that document. KGSL considered that further
consultation is not required as a result of the reduction in the DCO Order Limits. The
reduction does not represent a very substantial change in the proposals for the
KGSP. On the contrary, the proposals have not changed at all. The revised DCO Order
Limits merely reflect the fact that no development is proposed in the areas that have
been removed. As such, in KGSL’s view, the reduction of the DCO Order Limits does
not materially change the Project or materially change its impacts. KGSL believes,
therefore, that its approach is fair, reasonable and proportionate in the
circumstances.

1.12.

Consultees consulted during the September 2015 Statutory consultation exercise
were provided with a map showing the revised DCO Order Limits, as this exercise
took place after KGSL took the decision to make this change. The KGSP website was
also updated to reflect the revised DCO Order Limits.

The Applicant
1.13.

The Applicant, KGSL, is a wholly owned subsidiary of INEOS Enterprises Group
Limited, which is ultimately owned by INEOS A.G., (‘INEOS’), a global chemical
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manufacturing company. Figure 3.1 of the Project Overview shows the Applicant’s
corporate relationship to INEOS Enterprises Group Limited and INOVYN Limited, a
joint venture formed in 2015 between INEOS and Solvay S.A.

1.14.

INOVYN’s Brine and Water Business formed part of the new joint venture, having
formerly been known as INEOS Enterprises Limited. INOVYN Enterprises Limited (IEL)
owns the majority of the Holford Brinefield and will be responsible for the supply of
water and offtake of brine. The Applicant, KGSL, will remain outside of the joint
venture with no change to its parentage. The proposed joint venture will not result
in a material change to the Application and therefore has not required reconsultation.

1.15.

For clarity within this document, all references to the Brine and Water Business are
INOVYN Enterprises Limited and references to operations at Runcorn are INOVYN
ChorVinyls Limited.

This approach has been adopted for clarity and ease of

understanding. The Applicant however notes that the main statutory consultation
and all non-statutory consultation was undertaken before the formation of the joint
venture. As such, materials such as newsletters and website text carried the name
‘INEOS’ for the aforementioned parts of the business. This has no bearing on the
proposed development as part of the KGSP, but is useful to note for the purposes of
the Consultation Report.
1.16.

KGSL’s parent company, INEOS Enterprises Group Limited, consists of a number of
chemical manufacturing businesses, each of which is a leader in its own area of
activity. INEOS Enterprises Group Limited is not part of the joint venture.

1.17.

INOVYN Enterprises and its predecessors have been solution mining brine for the
manufacture of chlor-alkali (chlorine and caustic soda), sodium carbonate (soda ash)
and white salt from Cheshire's natural salt deposits for more than 80 years. Chlorine
and caustic soda are basic chemical building blocks that are used in the manufacture
of a diverse range of everyday products including PVC, bleach and disinfectants,
soap, solvents and pharmaceuticals. Sodium Carbonate, now produced by Tata
Chemicals who is a major customer for the brine from INOVYN Enterprises, is used in
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the manufacture of glass, detergents and many other chemicals. White salt is
supplied directly to consumers and used extensively in the food industry.
1.18.

INOVYN and INEOS have a number of other sites in the UK which, in the North West,
includes INOVYN ChlorVinyls Limited’s (ICV) chemical operations at Runcorn Site and
INEOS Salt, also at Runcorn. IEL and IEGL together employ over 1000 people in
Runcorn and Northwich.

1.19.

INOVYN and INEOS Enterprises Group Limited have extensive experience in the safe
manufacture and handling of hazardous chemicals. The businesses are at the
forefront of developments in the responsible handling and use of their products, and
in the management of environmental issues.

The Consultation Report
1.20.

The Report outlines how KGSL has carried out consultation in accordance with the
Act. The structure of the Report is intended to be easy to navigate and clearly
evidence how KGSL has complied with the Act’s requirements.

1.21.

The following overview provides details of the Report structure:


Chapter 1: This chapter provides an introduction to the Applicant, the
Project, the consultation and the structure of the Report.



Chapter 2: This chapter sets out the relevant legislation and guidance
considered by the Applicant when undertaking pre-application consultation.



Chapter 3: This chapter details KGSL’s approach to non-statutory and
statutory pre-application consultation and how the Applicant has had regard
to guidance and advice in accordance with Section 50 of the Act.



Chapter 4: This chapter details the activities undertaken as part of nonstatutory consultation on the Application, including the responses received
and how the Applicant had regard to them. The chapter references the
Interim Consultation Report (ICR), which can be viewed in Annex 02.
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Chapter 5: This chapter details how KGSL has carried out statutory
consultation in accordance with Sections 42, 47 and 48 of the Act. It also
includes a section on compliance.



Chapter 6: This chapter details the responses received during statutory
consultation on the KGSP and how KGSL has had regard to relevant
responses in accordance with Section 49 of the Act. The chapter also
includes a summary of outcomes and main modifications to the Project.



Chapter 7: This chapter details how KGSL proposes to inform and update
consultees following submission of the DCO application.



Chapter 8: This chapter provides a conclusion to the Report, outlining how
KGSL has complied with the requirements of the Act.

1.22.

Following submission of the DCO application, this Report will be made available to
view on the dedicated Project website and at public venues within the vicinity of the
Project.

1.23.

The Applicant will fully comply with the requirements of Section 56 of the Act to
notify people of the accepted application, including prescribed consultation bodies,
local authorities and persons within one or more of the categories set out in s.57 of
the Act (referred to in this documents as persons with “an interest in the land”).
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2. Legislation
Introduction
2.1

This Consultation Report details how consultation has been undertaken in
accordance with the Act and relevant guidance in relation to the Project. It also
describes how statutory and non-statutory consultation has helped influence the
proposals.

2.2

In this context, it is important to be clear on what legislation and guidance has been
adhered to through consultation on proposals for an underground gas storage
facility. Table 2.3 below outlines the relevant requirements.

2.3

Table 2.3: Legislation relevant to the consultation
Section
of the
Act
Section

Applicant duties
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DCO Application must be accompanied by This Consultation Report
accompanies

a Consultation Report


Report reference

the

DCO

The Report must provide details of application and details
compliance with sections 42, 47 and 48 of how the Applicant has
the Act, as well as relevant responses and complied

with

the

the account taken of these by the relevant sections of the
Act.

Applicant
Section



42

The

Applicant

must

consult

with The

Applicant

defined

prescribed consultees, local authorities and consulted with all
and those with an interest in the land

those set out in Section
42 of the Act. A detailed
description can be found
in Chapter 5.

Section
43



The Applicant must consult with the local The Applicant complied
authority in whose area the land to which with the requirements of
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the Application relates is located and any the
local authority whose area borders it.

Act

identification

following
of

the

relevant local authorities.
Details of the approach
can be found in Chapter
5.
Section



44

The Applicant must consult with an The

Applicant

owner, lessee, tenant or occupier of land, diligent

made

inquiries

to

those having an interest in the land or the identify and consult with
power to sell and convey or release the those identified as having
land, and any person who the Applicant an interest in the land.
believes may have a relevant claim (as Details of the approach
part of Section 42 consultation)

can be found in Chapter
5.

Section



45

The Applicant must set out a timetable The Applicant set and
for consultation under Section 42 that is a clearly communicated a
minimum of 28 days, and Section 42 deadline for responses to
consultees must be notified of the be

submitted.

An

deadline for the receipt of responses to overview of the approach
the consultation

can be found in Chapter
5, and in the Section 42
consultation paragraph.

Section



46

The Applicant must provide consultation The

Applicant

issued

material to the SoS prior to commencing consultation materials to
consultation under Section 42.

the Planning Inspectorate
(PINS)

upon

commencement of the
consultation. Details can
be found in Chapter 5.
Section
47



The Applicant must consult with people The Applicant consulted
living in the vicinity of the land (“the local on and published a SoCC
community”) and as part of this is outlining its approach to
32

required to: draw up a statement on how community consultation
the

consultation

with

the

local under Section 47 of the

community will be undertaken; consult Act.

Details

of

the

relevant local authorities for a minimum consultation activities can
of 28 days about the statement before it be found in Chapter 5. A
is prepared and have regard to their table,

detailing

the

responses; make the statement available pledges made in the SoCC
for inspection by the local community; and compliance can be
advertise the statement in a newspaper found in Annex 07.
circulating in the vicinity of the land and
then carry out consultation as laid out in
the statement.
Section



48

The Applicant must consult with the KGSL

complied

with

wider public by publicising the Project requirements of the Act
application in specified publications and to place Public Notices in
set a deadline for receipt of responses.

specified

publications.

Details of this activity can
be found in Chapter 5.
Section



49

The Applicant must have regard to The Applicant has had
relevant responses to all consultation and regard to all relevant
publicity undertaken in accordance with responses
Sections 42, 47 and 48.

consultation.
the

feedback

and

the

to

the

Details of
received
Applicant’s

responses can be found
in Chapter 6.
Section
50



The Applicant must have regard to the The Applicant has had
pre-application guidance procedure for regard

to

the

pre-

DCO applications issued under this application guidance for
section.

DCO

applications,

as

noted in Table 2.5 below.
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2.4

In the context of duties in Section 50 as set out above, KGSL has also outlined in
Table 2.5 how it has had regard to published guidance and advice notes.

2.5

Table 2.5: Relevant Guidance with relation to pre-application duties
Guidance
The Planning Act

Applicant duties


2008

Guidance on the pre-application process (Department of
Communities and Local Government, 2015 (‘the DCLG
Guidance’)

Advice Note 14



Compiling the Consultation Report (Planning Inspectorate,
Version 2, April 2012)

2.6

References to compliance are made throughout this Report, with particular relevant
legislation and guidance highlighted at the appropriate section breaks.
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3. Approach to consultation
3.1

This Chapter of the Report details the Applicant’s approach to consultation on the
KGSP.

This and the subsequent sections of the Report demonstrate how the

Applicant has designed and implemented a Consultation Strategy that publicised the
3.2

Project, encouraged engagement and how the Applicant took account of
consultation responses.

3.3

The Applicant implemented a strategic approach to pre-application consultation that
was based on relevant guidance and known or potential issues.

It took into

consideration a number of factors when assessing an appropriate approach to
consultation on the Application that included:


The nature of the site, which is part of the existing Holford Brinefield that is
partly owned by INOVYN Enterprises Limited and partly owned by third
party landowners;



The presence of over 200 wells that have already been developed at the site
for brine production;



The presence of other gas storage cavities at the Holford Brinefield,
fourteen of which are currently used for gas storage with a further fifteen in
development;



The presence of existing gas storage facilities in the surrounding area, which
sets a precedent for this type of facility locally;



The existing stakeholder and community engagement links already
established by the Applicant and INOVYN, including with key stakeholders
such as tenant farmers; local parish councils; and the established INOVYN
Site Community Forum in Runcorn;



The DCLG Guidance, which states: “The key aim should be to ensure that
the amount of consultation undertaken, and who is consulted, should be
proportionate to the size and scale of Project and where its impacts will be
felt.”
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The content of both Cheshire West and Chester Council (CWCC) and Halton
Borough Council’s (HBC) Statements of Community Involvement (SCI). The
SCIs provide expectations of developers to involve, engage and respect the
views of the wider community as well as guidance on the suggested
methods and the advantages of each.

3.4

The Applicant has had full regard to the above factors when designing its strategy,
outlined in a SoE (Annex 04) for the informal consultation period and the subsequent
SoCC (Annex 03) for the formal consultation.

3.5

The DCLG Guidance advises applicants to engage early with statutory consultees and
non-statutory consultees with technical information, to help ensure that issues can
be identified and addressed early. It does however acknowledge that although
consultation must happen at a sufficiently early stage to allow consultees a real
opportunity to influence the proposals, sufficient detail is needed in order for
consultees to be able to understand the nature of the proposals properly. The DCLG
Guidance also encourages a phased consultation with two stages for large projects
with long development periods.

3.6 In response to the DCLG Guidance, the Applicant took a multi-stage approach to
consultation, beginning early non-statutory consultation with stakeholders and the
local community in April 2014. This was followed by further engagement during the
summer of 2014, then a period of statutory consultation in October – November
2014.

In September 2015, the Applicant carried out further limited statutory

consultation with the additional Section 42 (1)(d) consultees it had identified. The
timeline of pre-application consultation is set out in Table 3.7 below.

3.7

Table 3.7: Pre-application consultation timeline
Stage

Date

Activity

Purpose

Proactive

March 2014 – Launch of Project and To inform consultees at an

engagement

April 2014

proactive engagement early stage of the
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with stakeholders

development process and
intention to submit an
application for
Development Consent.

Non-

April 2014 – Period

Statutory

July 2014

of

non- To provide a wider

statutory consultation opportunity for

Consultation

(outlined in Chapter community and
5)
2014

stakeholder input

Proactive

July

– Interim

engagement Inform and engage with

engagement

September

with

2014

between consultation information void between

consultees stakeholders to negate an

periods

and consultation periods

maintenance

of

contact channels
Notification
of

October 2014

the

SoS

notified

upon Inform and provide

launch of statutory evidence to the SoS in

Secretary of

consultation

response to requirements

State

under section 46 of the
Act

Statutory

October 2014 Statutory consultation Inform, engage and seek

consultation

–

November period under section feedback on the

2014

+ 42, 47 and 48 of the Application as part of

(additional

Act

(outlined

in statutory consultation.

limited round Chapters 6 and 7)
of

(additional

limited

consultation)

round for those with

9th September an interest in the land
2015

–

12th as

described

October 2015

section 44)

Continued

December

Continued

engagement

2014 – present engagement

in

Maintain level of
with engagement and

interested parties to openness around the
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answer

post- application and respond

consultation and post- to community and
submission enquiries.

3.8

stakeholder enquiries.

The DCLG Guidance on pre-application consultation (2015) suggests that in addition
to consulting with “people in the vicinity of the land” developers should also
consider those areas and communities not directly impacted but who may be
affected by the Project “for example, visually, environmentally or through increased
traffic flow”. The DCLG Guidance also encourages developers to “capture the views
of those who work in or otherwise use the area, as well as those who live there”.

3.9

Further explanation of how the Applicant has complied with the Act, taking into
careful consideration DCLG Guidance can be found in the subsequent chapters of
this Report. Chapter 4 outlines the consultation undertaken and Chapter 5 sets out
the findings of the statutory consultation and how the Applicant has had regard to
the views expressed.

3.10

Particular attention was paid to the importance of identifying and defining
consultees ahead of both the non-statutory and statutory consultation periods.

3.11

In order to implement a robust and co-ordinated engagement programme,
consultation under sections 42, 47 and 48 ran concurrently. Table 3.12 below
demonstrates how consultees identified in sections 42, 47 and 48 of the Act were
consulted during the pre-application period. A full list of identified consultees can be
found in Chapter 5 ‘Statutory Consultation’ and Annex 03, the SoCC.
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3.12

Table 3.12 – Overview of engagement with consultees during pre-application
period

March 2014

Section 42 consultees

Section 47 consultees

Informal engagement with statutory
stakeholders and local authorities

Informal engagement with elected
representatives

Section 48 consultees

(Chapter 5)
April 2014

June 2014

Ongoing informal engamenet regarding
technical assessments and project
design

Non-statutory consultation period

(Chapter 5)

(Chapter 5)

Informal consultation on draft SoCC
with local authorities

Informal engagement with
stakeholders and the community

(Chapter 6)
September 2014

October 2014

December 2014

Consultation on draft SoCC with local
authorities
(Chapter 6)

(Chapter 5)

Publication of SoCC
Publication of PEIR

Publication of SoCC and local
media advertisements

S48 publicity

(Chapter 6)

(Chapter 6)

(Chapter 6)

Statutory Consultation

Statutory Consultation

Statutory Consultation

(Chapter 6+7)

(Chapter 6+7)

(Chapter 6+7)

January 2015

Consideration of formal consultation responses and postconsultation engagement
(Chapter 7 and 8)

September 2015

Limited Statutory Consultation
Section 42 (I) (d)
(Chapter 6+7)
Consideration of formal consultation
responses
(Chapter 7+8)
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Approach to non-statutory consultation

3.13

Ahead of the informal stage of consultation, KGSL produced a SoE (Annex 04) that
outlined the Project for an underground gas storage facility and associated
infrastructure and that Development Consent is required under the Act.

3.14

The SoE contained an overview of the proposed two-stage consultation and
proposed consultation zones for the informal stage. The Applicant took a zoned
approach to identify communities who may be affected by the Project, setting
geographic areas for Zone A consultees (where consultation activities were planned
to be the most intense) and Zone B (where KGSL aimed to engage with those not
directly affected but who may be interested in the Project). The SoE also identified
several hard to reach groups and how the Applicant proposed to encourage
participation amongst these groups/individuals.

3.15

The SoE, which is covered in further detail in the subsequent chapter ‘Non-Statutory
Consultation’ also identified community stakeholders associated with each aspect of
the Project, for instance around the Main Development Area at the Holford
Brinefield, along the pipeline route, at Runcorn, at Whitely, at Lostock and other
locations.

3.16

In order to set the tone ahead of statutory consultation and the duties set out in
Section 47 of the Act, the Applicant informally consulted with the relevant local
authorities – CWCC and HBC - on the SoE ahead of the launch of the non-statutory
consultation. Although the KGSP is not within Cheshire East Council’s (CEC) area,
given the proximity to the gas storage site KGSL also shared the information with
CEC. KGSL ensured that the authorities were in agreement with the approach before
launching the consultation and contacting stakeholders and members of the
community.
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3.17

Non-statutory consultation with the local community was carried out alongside
statutory consultation on the Scoping Opinion – the process of seeking a formal
opinion from the Secretary of State on the information to be included in the ES.
Both the non-statutory consultation and Scoping Opinion consultation with
prescribed bodies provided details of the Project and associated technical
assessments undertaken and proposed. Updates were made to the Project’s design
following the non-statutory consultation, which were documented in an ICR (Annex
02), published at the launch of the statutory consultation. A summary of how the
non-statutory consultation was delivered can be found in the Chapter 4 ‘NonStatutory Consultation’.

Approach to statutory consultation
3.18

Following continued engagement with a variety of key stakeholders, KGSL complied
with duties set out in Section 47 (1) of the Act ‘to prepare a statement setting out
how the Applicant proposes to consult, about the proposed application, people living
in the vicinity of the land’.

3.19

The required statement, the SoCC, was prepared following the close of the nonstatutory consultation and took account of feedback expressed and submitted
during this first consultation phase. As well as modifying elements of the Project,
the Applicant also had regard to feedback regarding its approach to consultation.
KGSL enlarged its consultation zone ahead of the statutory consultation with regard
to previous feedback.

3.20

KGSL carried out both informal consultation and a 28-day period of formal
consultation on the draft SoCC with the local authorities and received agreement on
the approach from both CWCC and HBC (confirmation correspondence can be
viewed in Annex 05 and Annex 06).

3.21

Following agreement on the approach with the local authority consultees as set out
in Section 43(1) of the Act, KGSL published the SoCC, making it available to view in
various public venues and advertising its availability in the required media outlets.
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The statutory consultation was carried out in accordance with the approach set out
in the published SoCC.

3.22

KGSL has carried out consultation in accordance with information set out in the
published SoCC. This is demonstrated throughout the Consultation Report and a
dedicated table (Annex 07).

3.23

A more detailed explanation of how KGSL identified stakeholders as part of its
approach to consultation under each relevant section of the Act is included in
Chapter 5 of this report.

42

4. Non-Statutory Consultation
4.1

This Chapter of the Report details the activities undertaken by KGSL as part of nonstatutory consultation on the KGSP. Whilst this Chapter provides an overview of the
methods used, feedback received and the Applicant’s response, a full, detailed
recording of the non-statutory consultation is available in the ICR, available to view
in Annex 02.

4.2

The ICR was prepared on a voluntary basis to provide an update of consultation
activities undertaken by KGSL in preparation for its application to the SoS for Energy
and Climate Change. Although the ICR is not a statutory requirement, it does form
the basis for this Report, which adopts a similar structure and approach.

4.3

The ICR (see Annex 02) was published just prior to the launch of the statutory
consultation and was available to view at consultation events held during statutory
consultation on the application. The ICR provided an update on:

•

How KGSL sought feedback and engaged with stakeholders as part of a nonstatutory period of consultation;

•

A summary of feedback received to date;

•

How KGSL has considered the feedback;

•

How pre-application consultation activity required under the Act has been
progressing up to the end of July 2014;

•

Further consultation activity to be progressed as part of the statutory
consultation; and how people can take part in that consultation.

4.4

Similar to this Report, the ICR features introductory chapters that provide an
overview of the Applicant, the Project and the legislative context.

Defining consultees
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4.5

The ICR details the approach to defining consultees ahead of non-statutory
consultation. As is covered in further detail later in this Report, under defining
consultees as part of duties under Section 47 of the Act (Chapter 5), KGSL took a
zoned approach to defining community consultees.

4.6

The Applicant identified the main and hard to reach groups ahead of informal
consultation and committed to carrying out activities aimed at engaging with these
groups, which included time limited individuals; older people; and people on low
income, amongst others. These measures are detailed in full in the ICR.

4.7

In taking a zoned approach to consultation, KGSL defined its Consultation Zone A –
where activity would be the most intense – as documented in Table 4.8.

4.8

Table 4.8: Details of Consultation A Zones
Distance
2.5km

Description

Settlements included

Radius around the Main Development Lach Dennis and Byley
Area at the proposed underground gas
storage area Holford Brinefield

0.5km

Radius around the two new tanks to be Lostock Gralam
located on the existing Lostock Works
site

0.5km

Radius around the new brine outfall pipe Weston Point, Runcorn
to be located at the INOVYN ChlorVinyls
site, Runcorn

0.75km

Radius around the existing Whitley Whitley
Pumping

Station,

which

is

to

be

refurbished

4.9

Zone B was also set as an area of 0.25km either side of the existing pipeline from
Holford Brinefield to Runcorn. This 0.25km zone was also applied to other aspects of
the initial application boundary including the existing Ravenscroft water pipe and the
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cavities forming the Lostock Saturators north of Lach Dennis. Maps demonstrating
both Consultation Zones A and B can be found in Annex 08.

4.10

KGSL was keen to ensure that all stakeholders that would likely be identified as
stakeholders during the statutory phase were informed about the proposals at an
early stage and given an opportunity to engage.

4.11

Building on this approach, the Applicant notified all parish and town councils, local
authorities and MPs/MEPs within Zones A and B about the Project and consultation
events. Communities in Zones A and B were also informed about the Project
through methods including the launch of a Project specific website, community
information line, through information placed in community venues (e.g. libraries)
and the local media.

4.12

In the spirit of DCLG guidance on early and meaningful engagement, KGSL was eager
to set the tone for the proactive approach to be taken which would form the
blueprint for community engagement during the subsequent statutory consultation
period.

Implementing non-statutory consultation

4.13

For the purpose of this Report, KGSL has provided an ‘at a glance’ summary of the
methods set out in the SoE (Annex 04), which formed the core of non-statutory
consultation.

4.14

Consultation tools employed included:


A meetings programme: This included face-to-face meetings with relevant
members of parliament, the leaders of relevant local authorities, key
planning officers at the local authorities, parish councils in Consultation
Zone A and tenant farmers.
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Community Contact Points: These included the creation of a Freephone
number, Freepost address and dedicated email address for the Project
Team.



Letters: Letters were issued by post and email to stakeholders, introducing
the Project and launching non-statutory consultation.



Newsletter: A six-page newsletter was circulated to 813 addresses via post
within Consultation Zone A. This explained the proposals and provided
details of the consultation and contact points.



Media: Media coverage prior to and post Information Days was proactively
sought and gained through the production and circulation of press releases.



Advert:

KGSL advertised the consultation events in locally-circulating

newspapers to widen awareness of the Project.


Website:

A

holding

website

was

launched

and

updated

upon

commencement of the non-statutory consultation. The same website has
continued to be updated and will continue to be throughout the
determination process.


Information Days: Five public Information Days were held in a range of
accessible venues, which were attended by more than 56 people.



Feedback Forms: A feedback form that asked for areas of interest and
general comments on the application was available to be completed in
person at the Information Days and online.



Stakeholder Workshop: The Applicant also hosted a Workshop, attended
by nine people, during which a note of the discussions was recorded.

4.15

Further details on the above activity can be found in the ICR (Annex 02), to which all
materials associated with the above actions are appended.

Summary of Responses
4.16

As is presented in this Report, the ICR documents responses received throughout the
initial consultation period from stakeholders, prescribed consultees and members of
the public. The Applicant’s responses are also provided in the ICR.
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4.17

KGSL sought to engage with key stakeholders by hosting a workshop, aimed at
encouraging open discussion about the opportunities and issues associated with the
Project. The Applicant also collated responses from hard copy and online feedback
forms.

4.18

For the benefit of this Report, a summary of the main feedback received is as
follows:


Economic:

The number of jobs and supply chain opportunities were

welcomed, whilst some respondents expressed a desire for a community
benefit fund to be in place, in line with other gas storage developments.


Visual appearance: Respondents asked about the mitigation measures to
reduce the visual impact of the cavities at ground level, as well as the
positioning of the wellheads.

Questions were also asked about light

pollution during construction and operation.


Noise and vibration: One respondent asked about proposed measures to
mitigate against noise during construction and operation.



Energy security: Some consultees asked about the need for further gas
storage provision in the context of existing facilities in the area.



Traffic and transport:

Whilst no respondents chose to make detailed

comments on feedback forms, traffic arrangements and vehicle routing in
particular was a common discussion topic during the Information Days.
Attendees expressed the opinion that they did not want traffic to be routed
through Byley village.


Ecology: Comments were made regarding ‘industrialisation’ of the area and
impact on agricultural land.



Other: Other topics raised by consultees included questions and comments
about the approach to consultation; health and safety; and geology.

4.19

Full details of how the Applicant responded to the points raised can be found in the
annexed ICR.
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Conclusion

4.20

KGSL demonstrated its approach to consultation was thorough, meaningful and
inclusive and, although non-statutory, sought to engage with stakeholders likely to
be identified and take an interest during statutory consultation.

4.21

The non-statutory consultation helped inform the approach to statutory consultation
and drafting of the SoCC. The Applicant also ensured that the topics raised were
covered in further detail during the statutory consultation stage.

4.22

The Applicant also had regard to the responses received and can demonstrate
several changes and commitments made following the non-statutory consultation
period. These can be summarised as follows:


Commitment to consider options for the Community Benefit Fund



The relocation of five underground cavities following feedback



A commitment to include a one-way routing system for construction traffic,
as well as the relocation of some of the construction roads further from
residential/business properties



Introduction of additional mitigation measures such as planting,
landscaping, appropriate paint colours and screening.
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5. Statutory Consultation
5.1.

This chapter of the Report outlines how KGSL has devised and carried out statutory
consultation on proposals for the KGSP. The chapter outlines how statutory
consultation was carried out in compliance with KGSL’s duties under the Act and in
the light of published guidance.

5.2.

This section of the Report outlines how the Applicant has complied with its duty to
consult under the relevant sections of the Act. KGSL’s approach has been proactive
and flexible in order to respond to emerging feedback on information contained in
the Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) and published at the
launch of statutory consultation.

5.3.

The subsequent paragraphs of this Chapter detail how consultees under each
Section of the Act were defined and consulted.

5.4.

Formal consultation on the KGSP was launched on 2 nd October 2014 and
consultation under section 42, 47 and 48 and commenced concurrently. However,
different deadlines for responses were given for consultation under each section.

5.5.

As a consequence of diligent inquiry in to those with interests in the land a further,
limited, period of statutory consultation was carried out during September and
October 2015, detailed later in this chapter.

Regard to Guidance – Section 50

5.6.

DCLG’s Guidance was used to shape the Applicant’s consultation strategy and
significant regard was given to this information during preparation of the SoCC.
Chapter 3 of this report, ‘Approach to Consultation’ details the Applicant’s
approach, outlining the robust approach to ensure those interested in the Project
could engage.
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5.7.

The Applicant had regard to DCLG’s Guidance with almost all aspects of the
consultation programme. Examples include the guidance for applicants to involve
local communities and stakeholders at an early stage of the process, enabling better
understanding of the project, mitigation measures and offering the opportunity to
resolve issues. KGSL has demonstrated this via its staged approach to consultation,
detailed in both Chapters 4 and 5. The summary of responses and engagement
detailed in the ICR (Annex 02) also demonstrates a staged approach from an early
stage of the application, that allowed for the Applicant to address and alter aspects
of the Project ahead of the statutory consultation period.

5.8.

The Applicant has also taken the advice of putting consultation with the relevant
local authorities at the centre of the DCO preparation, engaging on preparation of
the SoCC in addition to as a consultee to the Project. The Applicant also shows in
this chapter the approach to consultation with persons with an interest in the land.
The DCLG Guidance advises that such consultees should be given an opportunity
ahead of submission to make a representation on the application. KGSL carried out
an additional limited period of statutory consultation in line with the DCLG
Guidance following amendments to the Order Limits and diligent inquiries in to
those with interests in the land as described in section 44. In addition, guidance
also advises for applicants to take an inclusive approach to community consultation.
This chapter demonstrates how KGSL actively considered hard to reach and diverse
groups and tailored the approach to consultation accordingly. The Applicant has
also demonstrated further attention to the Guidance through production of a
Proposal Summary Document (Annex 47), in response to the suggestion of an
accessible community document to aid understanding.

A further example of

compliance includes the timescales provided for consultation, in this case greater
than the statutory requirements for consultation for members of the community.

Consultation materials

5.9.

Upon launch of the statutory consultation, KGSL published a suite of core
consultation materials which, in order to comply with duties specified in the Act,
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formed the basis of engagement on the KGSP proposals. These materials were
issued to stakeholders and made available for public examination. They were
intended to provide sufficient information on the proposals to facilitate informed
and valuable responses.

5.10.

The consultation materials produced and published as part of the formal
consultation were:

5.11.

SoCC: The published SoCC, as described in this section, set out how the Applicant
was to consult the local community under Section 47 of the Act. The document
provided details of the consultation methods to be employed, the methods in place
to facilitate responses to be submitted and the consultees identified. The published
SoCC can be viewed in Annex 03.

5.12.

KGSP Newsletter: A six-page newsletter was produced to announce the launch of
formal consultation, provide details of Information Days and outline the proposed
Project.

The newsletter, written in accessible language, featured the initial

application (red line) boundary area alongside an overview of feedback received
throughout non-statutory consultation on the application.

The newsletter

publicised the deadline for responses to be submitted and the locations at which
the consultation documents could be viewed. The newsletter can be viewed in
Annex 09.

5.13.

Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR):

The PEIR contained

preliminary results of environmental assessments undertaken by the KGSL Project
Team. The proposed KGSP is a development requiring an Environmental Impact
Assessment (EIA), the PEIR is intended to provide consultees with information to
inform and to facilitate meaningful feedback.

5.14.

PEIR Non-Technical Summary:

A non-technical summary of the extensive

information contained in the PEIR was produced as part of the documentation. This
was intended to provide a more accessible round-up of the PEIR chapters, featuring
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planning context, approach to assessments and likely project impacts. This can be
viewed in Annex 10.

5.15.

Proposal Summary Document: This document was intended to be an accessible
overview of the proposed Project and the process of applying for Development
Consent. The document used easy-to-understand language in order to help those
with limited knowledge of the plans, comprehend the Project and associated
processes. The document took a broader approach than the PEIR Non-Technical
Summary information, providing information on the need for gas storage; the site;
the proposals; how gas storage works; aspects of the technical assessments such as
traffic, visual impact and geology; and safety; as well as the consultation. The
Proposal Summary Document can be viewed in Annex 47.

5.16.

Section 48 Public Notice: A public notice, satisfying requirements under the Act,
was produced and placed in the required media outlets, further details of which
follow in this Chapter. The Section 48 Public Notice featured a list of the Project’s
main components, deadlines for consultation submissions and details of how
members of the public could make representations to KGSL. The notices, as they
appeared, are available to view in Annex 11.

EIA Consultation

5.17.

This section of the report sets out in brief how the Applicant has complied with the
consultation requirements under The Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2009 (‘the EIA Regulations’).

5.18.

On 12th March 2014 the Applicant submitted to the SoS a request for an
Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping Opinion, pursuant to Regulation 8 (1) of
the EIA Regulations. The request was accompanied by a Scoping Report which also
comprised notification that the Applicant proposes to provide an ES in respect of
the application, pursuant to Regulation 6(1)(b) of the EIA Regulations.

52

5.19.

The SoS carried out an EIA Scoping Consultation and adopted a Scoping Opinion on
24th April 2014 and confirmed to the Applicant in writing the prescribed consultees
that were consulted, in accordance with Regulation 9(1)(b) of the EIA Regulations.
The SoS also confirmed that there were no persons meeting the description in
Regulation 9(1)(c) EIA Regulations.

5.20.

The SoCC prepared and published in accordance with Section 47 of the Act included
a statement that the Project is EIA development and set out how the Applicant
intended to publicise and consult on the preliminary environmental information in
accordance with Regulation 10 of the EIA Regulations 2009.

5.21.

When commencing statutory consultation with prescribed consultees (Section
42(1)(a)) and local authorities (Section 42(1)(b)) the Applicant included a copy of the
notice published pursuant to Section 48 of the Act in accordance with Regulation 11
of the EIA Regulations. As detailed below, consultation under Sections 42, 47 and 48
was launched concurrently.

Formal consultation under Section 42
5.22.

Section 42 requires the Applicant to consult with prescribed consultation bodies
(section 42(1)(a)), local authorities (section 42(1)(b)) and those with an interest in
the land (section 42(1)(d)). The KGSP does not comprise land within Greater London
and so the duty to consult the Greater London Authority under section 42(1)(c) does
not arise.

5.23.

It is KGSL’s view that the KGSP would not likely affect waters in or adjacent to
England and no part of the KGSP requires licensable marine activities within the
marine licensing area. Consequently no element of the proposed KGSP requires a
marine license. The duty to consult the Marine Management Organisation (MMO)
under section 42(1)(aa) and (b) does not arise. However, the KGSP does include
provision for the development of a new brine discharge in Runcorn adjacent to the
Mersey Estuary utilising an existing environmental permit granted by the
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Environment Agency (EA). KGSP considered it to be prudent to treat the MMO as a
prescribed consultee.

Identifying Section 42(1)(a) Prescribed Consultees
5.24.

The consultees prescribed under Section 41(1)(a) were identified in accordance with
Schedule 1 of the Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and
Procedure) Regulations 2009 (‘the Regulations’) (as amended). KGSL considered
Schedule 1 in the light of the SoS’s Scoping Opinion and with the benefit of the PEIR.

5.25.

The Applicant included in its list of s.42(1)(a) consultees all of the bodies consulted
by the Planning Inspectorate (PINS) in the preparation of its EIA Scoping Opinion.

5.26.

The proposed KGSP is situated in England and it is KGSL’s view that is not likely to
affect land in Wales, Scotland or Northern Ireland and so it was not considered
appropriate to consult the devolved administrations, their environment and
heritage agencies, health service trusts and health boards under section 42(1)(a).

5.27.

As with the Marine Management Organisation, it is KGSL’s view that the KGSP will
not likely affect the marine environment, the maritime or coastal environment or
the shipping industry but it considered it to be prudent nonetheless to consult the
Joint Nature Conservation Committee (JNCC) and the Maritime and Coastguard
Agency. The KGSP will have no likely effect on navigation within coastal tidal waters
so it was not considered appropriate to consult Trinity House.

5.28.

It is KGSL’s view the that the KGSP will not likely affect transport, within or to,
London or the area of an Integrated Transport Authority or Passenger Transport
Executive and so KGSL did not consider it to be appropriate to consult these bodies.

5.29.

It is KGSL’s view that the proposed KGSP will not likely affect an Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty (‘AONB’) and it was not considered appropriate to consult a relevant
AONB Conservation Board. Similarly, the proposed KGSP will not likely affect
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matters relevant to the Office of Nuclear Regulation’s (‘ONR’) purposes and KGSP
did not consider it to be appropriate to consult with the ONR.

5.30.

With respect to Parish Councils; KGSL established a wider list of Parish Council
consultees as part of its consultation under Section 47 of the Act which includes
parish councils that lie outside of the proposed DCO application boundary.
Consequently these consultees were consulted under both Section 42(1)(a) and
Section 47 of the Act. Details of consultation carried out with Parish Councils can be
viewed in the subsequent section of this report.

5.31.

The Applicant notes that since statutory consultation was carried out, proposals to
redraw the boundary of the existing Lostock Gralam parish have been proposed as
part of the community governance review. This would see part of the current
parish transferred to Lach Dennis parish, but with the parish councils for each
retained. As both parish councils were identified as Section 42(1)(a) consultees, the
Applicant notes that this forthcoming change would not have altered the
consultation approach.

5.32.

Of the remaining consultees on the list prescribed for the purposes of Section
42(1)(a) KGSL considered it to be appropriate or prudent to consult on the proposed
KGSP and were included in the joint prescribed consultee list set out in Table 5.36.

Identifying Section 42(1)(b) Consultees – Local Authorities
5.33.

This section details how the Applicant defined identified local authorities, in
accordance with Section 43 of the Act, for the purposes of Section 42(1)(b).

5.34.

With regard to consultation with the relevant local authorities, the Applicant
identified the authorities who’s administrative areas are within the proposed DCO
application boundary, being CWCC and HBC (which are both unitary authorities and
referred to as ‘B’ authorities in Section 43(1)(2)(aa) of the Act).
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5.35.

The Applicant also identified the local authorities that share a boundary with the
CWCC and HBC; referred to in Section 43(2) of the Act as ‘A’ authorities. The list of
local authorities, and their status as ‘A’ or ‘B’ authorities, that were identified by
KGSL as consultees can be viewed in Table 5.36 below.

5.36.

Table 5.36: Section 42(1)(b) local authorities
Local Authorities
Unitary Councils where their
administrative boundary is
within the proposed KGSP
application boundary ( ‘B’
authorities)
Local authorities which share a
boundary with a ‘B’ authority (
‘A’ authorities)

5.37.

Cheshire West and Chester
Council
Halton Borough Council

Wirral Borough Council
Flintshire County Council
Wrexham County Borough
Council
Shropshire Council
Cheshire East Council
Warrington Borough Council
St Helens Metropolitan
Borough Council
Liverpool City Council
Knowsley Council

Map 5.38 shows the relevant local authorities, as defined by Section 43 of the Act
and consulted under Section 42 of the Act. With the green markers denoting the
host category ‘B’ local authorities, and the red markers denoting the neighbouring
category ‘A’ authorities.

The accompanying text also includes the relevant

categories, as prescribed by Section 42(b)(3). In this case, relevant categories are
‘A’ a county council or district council in England; and ‘E’ a county council, or
country borough council, in Wales. This information is shown in brackets after the
authority title.
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5.38. Map of local authorities identified under Section 43 of the Act
1.

Cheshire West and
Chester Council (A)

2.

Halton Borough Council
(A)

3.

Cheshire East Council
(A)

4.

Shropshire Council (A)

5.

Wrexham County
Borough Council (E)

6.

Flintshire County
Council (E)

7.

Wirral Borough Council
(A)

8.

Liverpool City Council
(A)

9.

Knowsley Borough
Council (A)

10. St Helens Metropolitan
Borough Council (A)
11. Warrington Borough
Council (A)
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Table 5.38a: Joint Section 42(1)(a) and (b) Planning Act 2008 List of Prescribed
Consultees for the KGSP

Identified Consultation Bodies
Consultee
Organisation
The Health and Safety
The Health and Safety
Executive
Executive
The National Health Service
NHS England
Clinical Commissioning Board
The relevant clinical
NHS Vale Royal CCG
commissioning group
NHS Halton CCG
Natural England
Natural England
The Historic Buildings and
English Heritage
Monuments Commission for
England
The Joint Nature Conservation The Joint Nature Conservation
Committee
Committee
The relevant Police and Crime
Police & Crime Commissioner
Commissioner
for Cheshire
The relevant Parish Council(s)
Allostock Parish Council
Anderton with Marbury Parish
Council
Aston Parish Council
Byley Parish Council
Comberbach Parish Council
Dutton Parish Council
Lach Dennis Parish Council
Little Leigh Parish Council
Lostock Gralam Parish Council
Marston Parish Council
Northwich Town Council
Preston Brook Parish Council
Rudheath Parish Council
Sutton Parish Council
Whitley Parish Council
Wincham Parish Council
The Environment Agency
The Environment Agency
The Maritime and Coastguard
The Maritime and Coastguard
Agency
Agency
The Marine Management
The Marine Management
Organisation
Organisation
The Civil Aviation Authority
The Civil Aviation Authority
The Highways Agency
The Highways Agency
The relevant Highways
Halton Borough Council
Authority
Highways, Transportation and
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The Coal Authority
The Canal and River Trust
Public Health England, an
executive agency of the
Department of Health
The Crown Estate
Commissioners
The Forestry Commission
The Secretary of State for
Defence (Ministry of Defence)
The relevant Local Area Team

The relevant NHS Foundation
Trusts

Railway (England Only)

Water Transport
Canal or Inland Navigation
Authorities

Harbour

Civil Aviation Authority
Licence Holder (Chapter 1 of
Part 1 of Transport Act 2000)
Universal Service Provider
The relevant Environment
Agency
The relevant water and sewage
undertakers

Logistics Department
Cheshire West and Chester
Highways Department
The Coal Authority
The Canal and River Trust
Public Health England

The Crown Estate
Forestry Commission
Ministry of Defence
NHS Merseyside Area Team
NHS Cheshire, Warrington and
Wirral Area Team
Mid Cheshire Hospitals NHS
Foundation Trust East Cheshire
NHS Trust Warrington and
Halton Hospitals NHS
Foundation Trust
Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd
Highways Agency Historical
Railways Estate
The Canal and River Trust
The Bridgewater Canal
Company Ltd. The Canal and
River Trust. Manchester Ship
Canal Company
The Port of Weston (Westlink
Holdings Ltd). Peel Ports Group
(Manchester Ship Canal
Company)
Civil Aviation Authority
NATS En-Route (NERL)
Safeguarding
Royal Mail Group
Environment Agency
Dee Valley Water. United
Utilities
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The relevant public gas
transporters

The relevant electricity licence
holder with CPO Powers
(electricity generators)
The relevant electricity licence
holder with CPO Powers
(electricity distributors)

The relevant electricity licence
holder with CPO Powers
(electricity transmitters)
A county council, or district
council, in England and Wales

Jodrell Bank Consultation Zone
Liverpool John Lennon Airport

British Gas Pipelines Ltd
Energetics Gas Ltd ES Pipelines
Ltd. ESP Connections Ltd. ESP
Networks Ltd. ESP Pipelines Ltd
Fulcrum Pipelines Limited GTC
Pipelines Limited Independent
Pipelines Limited LNG Portable
Pipeline Services Limited
National Grid Gas PLC
National Grid PLC
SSE Pipelines Ltd
Quadrant Pipelines Ltd
Utility Grid Installations Ltd
The Gas Transportation
Company Ltd INEOS Enterprises
Ltd
Rocksavage Power Company
Ltd. E.ON UK PLC
Energetics Electricity Limited
ESP Electricity Limited
Independent Power Networks
Limited The Electricity Network
Company Limited. SP
Distribution Limited. SP
Manweb PLC. Utility Assets
Limited
National Grid Electricity
Transmission PLC. National Grid
PLC
Cheshire West and Chester
Council
Halton Borough Council
Wirral Borough Council
Flintshire County Council
Wrexham County Borough
Council
Shropshire Council
Cheshire East Council
Warrington Borough Council
St Helens Metropolitan
Borough Council
Liverpool City Council
Knowsley Council
University of Manchester
Liverpool John Lennon Airport
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Identifying Section 42(1)(d) Consultees – Persons with Interests in the Land
5.39.

Section 44 of the Act sets out the categories of persons that must be consulted
under section 42(1)(d). The categories can be summarised as:

Category 1

Owners, lessee, tenants or occupiers of the land directly
affected by the NSIP proposal;

Category 2

Persons who have an interest in land or have the power to sell,
convey or release the land affected by the NSIP;

Category 3

Persons who are not having any land acquired but who could
or might be entitled to make a relevant compensation claim.

5.40.

The Applicant made use of the INOVYN Enterprises’ estates records for land and
property in order to gain an accurate list of Section 44 consultees. These records
include those with easement rights as well as tenants and land owners. Consultees
were defined following diligent inspection of the records against the proposed
application boundary, inquiries made by the Applicant’s land agent and extensive
investigation of title by the Applicant’s solicitors.

5.41.

INOVYN Enterprises has existing relations with its tenant farmers at the Holford
Brinefield, and hosts an annual meeting during which tenants can raise questions of
INOVYN representatives, who also provide operational updates.

During the

statutory consultation period, the Applicant held an extraordinary meeting, to
which all tenant farmers were invited to attend via letter. The meeting was held at
INOVYN Enterprises’ Holford Brinefield offices on 15th October 2014.

5.42.

A total of nine tenant farmers attended the meeting. The KGSP was the only
agenda item, with a member of the Project Team providing an update on the KGSP
and the developments since the non-statutory consultation. A summary of the
feedback received can be found in Chapter 6: Summary of Responses. During the
meeting, farmers were asked to make their family, friends and staff aware of the
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consultation in order to encourage participation from those who work on the land
(an identified hard to reach group in the published SoCC). Minutes from the
meeting can be found in Annex 12.
5.43.

Additional inquiries into Category 1, 2 and 3 persons were made in summer 2015.
Further details of these inquiries and the subsequent consultation can be found
later in this report.

Notification under Section 46 of the Planning Act
5.44.

Section 46 of the Act requires applicants to notify the SoS of the proposed
application, supplying consultation documents as issued to consultees identified
under Section 42 of the Act.

5.45.

In accordance with the Act, KGSL issued the notification to PINS upon
commencement of the statutory consultation. The letter, available to view in Annex
13, was accompanied by the consultation documents as detailed above with regards
to formal consultation under Section 42 of the Act. These included a hard copy and
CD copy of the PEIR, a Project Newsletter, and a copy of the Section 48 Public Notice
and a hard copy of the SoCC. The covering letter also provided details of the
consultation events including the Information Days and Stakeholder Workshop. The
letter was issued on 30th September 2014.

Consultation with Section 42(1)(a) ,(b) and (d) Prescribed Consultees, Local
Authorities and Persons With Interests in Land and Timetable for Response
under Section 45
5.46.

This section details the methods of engagement that were used to carry out
consultation with the consultees identified in accordance with Section 42. It also
sets out how the Applicant set the timelines for consultees to respond in
accordance with Section 45.
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5.47.

In order to deliver a consistent programme, KGSL launched consultation with
Section 42 consultees concurrently with Section 47 consultation. Upon launch of the
consultation, the Applicant wrote to all identified Section 42 consultees outlining
the Project and the deadline for consultation responses to be submitted. These
letters were issued to arrive on 2nd October 2014.

5.48.

The letters were accompanied by the following consultation materials:


The KGSP Newsletter (annex 09) – this newsletter provided an overview of the
KGSP and consultation events. The newsletter was the same as that issued to the
wider community as part of consultation under Section 47 of the Act.



The Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) - In most cases, a CD
copy of the PEIR was issued to. Hard copies of the PEIR were also issued to key
consultees including CWCC, HBC, English Heritage and the EA.



A Non-Technical Summary of the PEIR (annex 10) - A hard copy of the NonTechnical Summary was issued to all consultees identified under Section 42(1)(a)
and (b).



The Section 48 Public Notice (annex 11) – A copy of the public notice placed in
national and local media in accordance with Section 48 of the Act.

5.49.

In addition to the above, a hard copy of the published SoCC was also issued
separately to parish councils identified as a consultee. This was to facilitate and
widen knowledge of community consultation under Section 47 of the Act.

5.50.

A copy of the covering letters issued to prescribed consultation bodies can be found
in Annex 14. As part of the consultation, consultees were encouraged to engage
with the Project Team via methods including the Information Days (detailed in the
subsequent section of the Report), offered meetings, email and freepost address.

5.51.

Although consultation in accordance with this section was launched at the same
time, different deadlines were assigned to each category of consultation which
were in excess of the statutory minimum periods of consultation.
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5.52.

The Applicant asked for specific responses on information contained in the
Preliminary Environmental Information Report (PEIR) as part of consultation under
Section 42(1)(a) and (b) of the Act to be submitted by no later than 31 st October
2014, offering 28 days for comments to be made. This deadline was extended for
those identified as having an interest in the land and communicated in a covering
letter accompanying additional materials Annex 15). The deadline was extended to
Friday 12th December 2014.

Stakeholder Workshop

5.53.

Following the success of a workshop format event during non-statutory
consultation, the Applicant carried out a similar event during the statutory
consultation period.

A Stakeholder Workshop was held at Lostock Gralam

Community Centre on 14th November 2014, from 5.30pm to 8pm.

5.54.

Specifically aimed at encouraging feedback from Section 42 consultees, the
workshop was a round table event designed to stimulate constructive discussion,
questions and feedback. All identified Section 42 consultees (prescribed bodies,
local authorities and those with an interest in the land) were invited to take part in
the workshop by letter. The letter can be viewed in Annex 16.

5.55.

The Workshop began with a presentation from representatives of the Project Team,
who provided an overview of the Project; the planning process; consultation;
environmental assessments; and context of the Application.

During this

introductory session questions from attendees were encouraged. An agenda for
the workshop can be found in Annex 17.

5.56.

Attendees were split into three groups, with each group having the opportunity to
spend time with technical experts on each of the topics that had been of interest
throughout the non-statutory and statutory consultation. These included the main
gas storage area including cavity locations and access; geology, safety and
operation; and results of the ongoing environmental assessments.
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5.57.

The groups were rotated twice, after 20 minute discussions, to ensure all
participants had the chance to discuss all aspects of the KGSP. A total of 16 people
attended the Workshop, including representatives from CWCC, Byley Parish
Meeting, E.ON, and Northwich Town Council amongst others.

5.58.

A member of the Project team was available on each table to take notes of the
discussions, the notes were then compiled into a summary meeting note.

A

summary of the views expressed can be viewed in the next chapter of this Report.
The presentation delivered during the introduction to the workshop can be found in
Annex 18. The notes of feedback from the workshop can be found in Annex 19.

Other channels

5.59.

Other methods were used to engage with those identified as Section 42 consultees.
During the statutory consultation, ERM – environmental consultants responsible for
carrying out the environmental assessments that form the ES – had a number of
phone conversations with section 42(1)(a) and (b) (prescribed consultees and local
authorities) consultees regarding information in the PEIR and the ongoing
assessments. Ongoing engagement enabled the team to understand the position of
stakeholders including the EA, CWCC officers and English Heritage.

5.60.

The Applicant also used other established channels through which to consult,
including the INEOS (now INOVYN) Enterprises Parish Council Liaison meeting, held
on 3rd October 2014. A total of 11 people attended, representing five parish
councils. Amongst other subjects, the KGSP was an item on the agenda. A member
of the Project team provided information on the updated cavity locations, traffic
management system and gas processing plant. It was also confirmed that statutory
consultation had been launched and would run until 27 th November 2014.
Discussions were held regarding the consultation approach, impacts on the
surrounding villages and parishes, the safety of gas storage, permits and predicted
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timescales. A report of the feedback expressed is contained in Chapter 6: Summary
of Responses. Minutes of the meeting can be found in Annex 20.

5.61.

The proposed KGSP was also discussed at a meeting of the existing INEOS (now
INOVYN) Site Community Forum in Runcorn on 22nd October, 2014. Minutes of the
meeting can be found in Annex 21.

5.62.

Feedback from meetings and formal submissions from Section 42 consultees can be
found in Chapter 6: Summary of Responses. The Applicant has also produced an
account of how requirements of the Act have been met in the form of a Section 55
checklist, which can be viewed in Annex 22.

Additional Consultation with Section 42(1)(d) Persons with an Interest in the
Land
5.63.

In addition to the consultation techniques outlined above; a series of face-to-face
meetings were held with a number of section 42(1)(d) consultees identified as
having an interest in the land under Section 44 of the Act. These took place
between stages of consultation and continued following the launch of statutory
consultation on 2nd October 2014. These were, in most instances, pre-faced or
followed-up with email exchanges or postal correspondence, with formal
submissions to the consultation submitted. Subjects discussed spanned a variety of
points, including impact on property/land values, visual impact, traffic associated
with the facility, impact on farming businesses and access.

5.64.

Following advice from PINS, it was decided that persons with an interest in the land
as defined by the Act, should also receive a copy of the PEIR. On 7th November
2014, follow-up letters were issued to all those identified as having an interest in
the land including a CD copy of the PEIR. This letter can be viewed in Annex 23.

5.65.

Alongside consultation responses and submissions related to the Project, the
Applicant has also been liaising with key section 42(1)(d) consultees regarding the
use of land for the KGSP.

Correspondence relating to negotiations, including
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commercially sensitive information not directly related to the impact of the Project
and consultation, has not been included in this Report.

Formal consultation under Section 47 of the Planning Act
5.66.

This section of the Report outlines activities undertaken by the Applicant to comply
with requirements set out in Section 47 of the Act, the duty to consult the local
community and prepare a statement on how the applicant intends to consult with
those living in the vicinity of the land.

5.67.

When devising its consultation strategy, KGSL had full regard to requirements set
out in the Act and relevant guidance. An outline of how KGSL has been led by such
guidance is outlined in the subsection of this chapter entitled ‘Compliance’.

5.68.

This section details the Applicant’s approach to consultation; the defining of
stakeholders and hard to reach groups; the tools used to publicise the application
and encourage participation; and the methods put in place to record responses
submitted by members of the local community.

The SoCC
5.69.

As set out in brief in Chapter 3 of this Report, ‘Approach to Statutory Consultation’,
KGSL drafted a SoCC, detailing how it intended to consult with those living in the
vicinity of the land. The Applicant had previously produced a SoE for the informal or
non-statutory consultation, which formed a basis of the formal SoCC.

5.70.

Informal consultation with CWCC, HBC and CEC helped the Applicant develop the
SoCC alongside feedback from the non-statutory consultation.

5.71.

As noted in Chapter 4 of this Report, evidence of incorporating feedback from early
engagement includes the increase in size of Consultation Zone A at the Main
Development Area at the Holford Brinefield. This alteration saw the Consultation
Zone A around the Main Development Area increase from a radius of 2.5km to
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3.5km, increasing the number of residential and commercial properties directly
contacted from 226 to over 1600. The numbers associated with Consultation Zone
A are reflective of the rural nature of the surrounding area and the fact that the
rural communities are not densely populated.
Identifying consultees and outlining the approach

5.72.

The Applicant acknowledged the importance of genuine and proactive engagement
with the communities within which the gas storage facility and associated
infrastructure is proposed. The draft SoCC sought to communicate the scope of
consultation to a wide variety of stakeholders, interested bodies and members of
the community, as well as define the Applicant’s view of those in the ‘vicinity of
land’.

5.73.

In defining audiences in the SoCC, KGSL outlined four main groups which would be
considered consultees under Section 47 of the Act. These were:

5.74.



Community Stakeholders



Local residents living in proximity to the Project



Local businesses situated in proximity to the Project



The general public and anyone who expresses interest in the proposals

KGSL took account of the DCLG Guidance on pre-application consultation, which
suggests that developers should also consider those areas and communities not
directly impacted but who may be affected by the proposals, for example ‘visually,
environmentally or through increased traffic flow’. It also suggests developers
should capture the views of those who work and socialise in the area.

5.75.

In order to set out a clear approach to engaging with community consultees, KGSL
identified two Consultation Zones – Zone A and Zone B. Zone A are the areas where
there is potential for some effect, both positive and negative, from the Project.
Areas included as part of Consultation Zone A were designated as per Table 5.76.
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5.76.

Table 5.76: Geographic areas included in Zone A
Distance
3.5km

Description

Settlements included

Radius around the main site at the Lach Dennis, Byley,
Holford Brinefield

0.5km

Whatcroft, Middlewich

Radius around the two new tanks to be Lostock Gralam
located on the existing Lostock Works
site

0.5km

Area within 0.5km of the new outfall Weston Point, Runcorn
pipe to be located at INOVYN ChlorVinyls
site, Runcorn

0.75km

Radius around the existing Whitley Whitley
Pumping

Station,

which

is

to

be

refurbished

5.77.

Maps of the areas included in Consultation Zone A, as detailed above, can be found
in Annex 08.

5.78.

Zone B was designed to engage with a wider population who, whilst not directly
affected, may have an interest in the proposed KGSP. Consultation Zone B included
areas within the application boundary area but where no construction is proposed,
including the use of the existing brine pipeline between Holford and Runcorn and
the existing Ravenscroft water pipe from the edge of Zone A north of Whatcroft to
the Lostock Works site.

5.79.

Maps of the areas included in Consultation Zone B, as detailed above, can be found
in Annex 08.

5.80.

When outlining the implementation of the community consultation strategy in the
remainder of this section, activities undertaken and methods employed will refer to
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Consultation Zone A and Consultation Zone B as described above and appended to
this Report.

5.81.

In addition to mapping those living in the area of the site and those who may be
interested but live further afield, KGSL also prepared a list of identified ‘Community
Stakeholders’. These included neighbouring local authorities, parish councils and
stakeholder groups that either offered Cheshire-wide representation or more
localised membership such as the Northwich area around the main development
site; the Runcorn area; and communities located between the Holford Brinefield
and Runcorn. This list can be viewed in Annex 24 and was appended to the
published SoCC.

5.82.

KGSL was keen to demonstrate that it had considered relevant hard to reach groups
in and around the application area and outlined ways in which the Applicant could
encourage participation in the consultation from these sectors. Table 5.83 can be
viewed below and was included in the published SoCC.

5.83.

Table 5.83: Identified hard to reach groups
Hard to reach group

Engagement Technique

Time limited individuals: CWCC recognises Consultation events will be organised
that the largest of all hard to reach groups for different times of the day, with
in Cheshire is “time limited individuals”. events in the evening. A variety of
This group includes people in full time methods

are

proposed,

including

employment, professionals or people in newsletters, web-based consultation
employment with families.

and stakeholder workshops.

Older people: Over 65s are less likely to Public exhibitions will be held in
have access to the internet than younger accessible, local venues. KGSL will also
people

and

tend

to

prefer

more offer home visits for those unable to

traditional methods of consultation, such attend public events or provide/fund
as public exhibitions. However, if mobility transport

if

appropriate.

Where
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is a problem, some older people can find requested consultation materials will be
access to events such as public exhibitions supplied in alternative formats – for
and stakeholder workshops difficult.

example with larger text for partially
sighted readers.

People with disabilities: Similar issues of Public exhibitions will be held in
mobility and access to information apply accessible, local venues. KGSL will also
to people with disabilities.

offer home visits for those unable to
attend public events or provide/fund
transport

if

appropriate.

Where

requested consultation materials will be
supplied in alternative formats – for
example with larger text for partially
sighted readers.
Farmers/agricultural

workers:

Farm KGSL will invite farmers likely to be

owners and tenants can be isolated from affected by the proposal to attend facenearby communities, working long hours to-face meetings.
and often on lower than average incomes.
This group can be short on time to engage
in consultations and a more direct
approach is often necessary.
People on low incomes: This group is less The location of public exhibitions is
likely to have access to private transport particularly important for this group. As
than wealthier residents and are also less such they will be held in local venues
likely to be property owners. Planning close to residents likely to be affected in
consultations can often therefore leave order
people

feeling

disenfranchised

to

limit

difficulties

with

and transportation.

without access to the information needed
to become involved.
Young people: Young people (under 25) Online consultation can be particularly
are likely to be turned off by formal effective in engaging with young people.
processes. This group does however tend The Project website will include an
to be more technically adept, with the online questionnaire, copies of Project
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vast majority having access to the internet materials (e.g. newsletters, exhibition
and computers.

boards etc.) and an online enquiry
facility. INOVYN has previously held site
visits for a local school (Lostock Gralam
Primary School) and schools close to the
site will be informed about the Project
and presentations offered.

Transient groups: This group is made up KGSL will issue posters and community
of those who may be temporarily living or newsletters to a wide variety of
working in the area, for example farm community venues to raise awareness
staff.

of the proposal and consultation. This
stakeholder group will also be engaged
via media coverage, targeted at a wider
audience, and online consultation tools.
KGSL will also write to all tenant
farmers, requesting that information is
passed onto staff members.

People who socialise in the area: This KGSL will issue posters and community
group may not be as engaged, given they newsletters to community venues and
do not reside permanently in the area.

stakeholder groups, in order to inform
those not living in the area, but
socialising. KGSL will also write to all
businesses within Consultation Zone A
in order to engage with members of
staff who may live outside the area.
Engagement with key stakeholders,
online

consultation tools and

the

website, alongside advertising in the
local media will also aid engagement
with this group.
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5.84.

The methods of engaging with identified audiences were outlined in the SoCC and
are detailed in the subsequent sections.

Consultation on the SoCC and publication

5.85.

Following informal consultation with the local authorities and drafting of the SoCC,
the Applicant sought the opinion of the PINS case officer on the document’s
content, to ensure it aligned with the PINS guidance. The comments received on
the document are set out in Annex 25. The SoCC was subsequently updated, taking
on board the suggestions and making clarifications where required.

5.86.

The draft SoCC text can be viewed in Annex 26. Following the 28 day consultation
period, the Applicant received representations from both CWCC and HBC, both of
which expressed the authorities’ opinions that the methods outlined would be
sufficient to ensure the communities were adequately consulted and, as such, no
amendments were requested. Correspondence can be viewed in Annex 05 and
Annex 06. Given the proximity of the main gas storage site to the CEC border; KGSL
also sought CEC’s views on the contents of the SoCC. Whilst the SoCC was issued to
CEC, a response was not received. The SoCC was issued on 25 th August 2014. A
response was received from CWCC on 25th September 2014 and HBC on 17th
September 2014.

5.87.

The SoCC was published at the launch of statutory consultation on the application
alongside other consultation materials.

5.88.

In accordance with Section 47 (6) of the Act, the Applicant publicised the document
in newspapers circulating in the application area. Adverts, measuring a third of a
page, were placed in the main body of the selected newspapers to increase
awareness of the application; the contents of the SoCC; and encourage participation
in the formal consultation.

5.89.

The SoCC was publicised as follows:
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The Northwich Guardian (also covers Winsford and Middlewich) –
Wednesday 1st October 2014



5.90.

Runcorn and Widnes World – Wednesday 1st October 2014

The SoCC advert provided details of the Information Days, details of how members
of the community could submit responses and the deadline for responses of
Thursday 27th November 2014 (57 days after the SoCC adverts were published). The
SoCC adverts can be viewed in Annex 27.

Delivering the statutory Section 47 consultation

5.91.

Statutory consultation was launched on 2nd October 2014, at which time
consultation materials were issued to stakeholders, published online and those
identified in the SoCC were informed of the deadline for comments. This section of
the Report details the methods used to raise awareness and facilitate feedback on
the Project. Methods are similar to those employed throughout the non-statutory
consultation and, where applicable, the same approach was taken to ensure
consistency between the two stages.
Community Contact Points

5.92.

Dedicated contact channels for the KGSP, established during the non-statutory
consultation phases were maintained and promoted throughout statutory
consultation and continue to be monitored. In order to enable members of the
community and stakeholders to contact the Project team, communication methods
were all free to participants.

5.93. The contact points were:


Freepost Address: Keuper Gas Storage Project, Freepost RSKS-SBBE-LHHZ,
Keuper Gas Storage Project, c/o PPS Group, Hanover House, 30-32 Charlotte
Street, Manchester, M1 4FD



Freephone: 0800 1777 250 (Monday to Friday 9.00am to 5pm)
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5.94.

Dedicated email: info@ksgp.co.uk

The above contact channels were noted in a range of the consultation materials
published including the Proposal Summary Document, SoCC, KGSP newsletter and in
letters to stakeholders.
Letters

5.95.

Letters were used to correspond with a variety of stakeholder groups and audiences
set out in the SoCC.

Recipients included elected representatives, community

stakeholder groups and those who participated in the previous, non-statutory
consultation phase. Wherever possible, the letters were issued via email in addition
to post. Example of letters issued upon launch of the statutory consultation can
viewed in Annex 28.

5.96.

Letters were accompanied by consultation materials and included the deadline for
responses, dates and venues of the Information Days, contact details for the project
team and an explanation of the enclosed materials.

5.97.

Recipients contacted directly as part of formal consultation under Section 47 of the
Act are set out in Annex 29.

5.98.

INEOS (now INOVYN) employees were also informed upon launch of the
consultation via email bulletin. Considered a potential hard to reach group, namely
those who work but may not live in the area, the bulletin sought to provide details
of the proposal, including a copy of the newsletter, and encourage participation
with an invitation to the Information Days. The bulletin can be viewed in Annex 30.

KGSP newsletter
5.99.

As detailed at the start of this Chapter, consultation materials published at the
launch of statutory consultation included a Project newsletter. This took the form
of a six-page newsletter featuring an image of the DCO application boundary,
information about the proposals and details of how to take part in the consultation.
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5.100. The newsletter was posted to all residential and commercial addresses within
Consultation Zone A, as set out earlier in this Report. A copy of the newsletter was
also issued to elected representatives and community stakeholders within
Consultation Zone B.

5.101. The Applicant was keen for the newsletter to act as a ‘take home’ reference
document for participants. For this reason, copies were available at each of the
Information Days held during statutory consultation, made available to download
on the Project website and available during meetings with stakeholders.

5.102. Additional copies of the newsletter were also made available for INEOS / INOVYN
employees to take away at the company’s sites at both the Holford Brinefield and in
Runcorn.

Additional newsletters were issued to Byley Primary School, for

distribution to parents of the school’s pupils. This was undertaken as a direct result
of feedback received during non-statutory consultation.

5.103. The newsletter can be viewed in Annex 09.
Publicity in media outlets

5.104. In order to publicise the proposed KGSP and statutory consultation to the wider
community, KGSL took a proactive approach to engaging with the media and issued
two press releases to local media outlets.

5.105. A press release, entitled ‘Statutory Consultation on Keuper Gas Storage Project
Launched’ was circulated to the Northwich Guardian, Runcorn Weekly News and
Runcorn and Widnes World on Tuesday 30th September 2014. A further press
update, entitled ‘Still Time To Find Out More About The Keuper Gas Storage Project’
was circulated to the Northwich Guardian following a request from the newspaper
on 19th November 2014. The press releases issued during statutory consultation
can be viewed in Annex 31.
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5.106. Where necessary, KGSL co-operated and responded to requests from journalists
regarding information on the KGSP. Resulting media coverage can be viewed in
Annex 32.

5.107. The SoCC was advertised as follows:


Northwich Guardian – Wednesday 1st October 2014



Runcorn and Widnes World – Wednesday 1st October 2014

5.108. Total Circulation of both the Northwich Guardian and the Runcorn and Widnes
World, in which the SoCC adverts both featured, is 41,974. Details of Section 48
Public Notices placed at launch of the statutory consultation can be found in the
subsequent section entitled ‘Formal consultation under Section 48 of the Planning
Act’.
Project website
5.109. A website, created specifically for the Project, was launched during the nonstatutory consultation period and maintained following this phase. The Applicant
updated the website and introduced more detailed content upon launch of
statutory consultation. Screenshots of the webpages can be viewed in Annex 33.

5.110. The KGSP website – www.kgsp.co.uk - included the following pages:


Home: This page was updated to provide more information on the KGSP,
links to the consultation materials and details of the statutory consultation
and Information Days



The Project: This page was updated, with links provided to download more
detailed plans of the DCO application area



Plans: Further information was added to the ‘Plans’ page. This included an
overview of each aspect of development proposed as part of the KGSP with
links to download detailed maps of the locations and artist’s impressions of
the proposed infrastructure in situ.
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Consultation: This page was significantly expanded upon launch of the
formal consultation to feature the consultation deadlines, details of where
materials could be accessed and details of consultation events.



Questionnaire: Visitors could complete and submit an online feedback
form, consistent with questions asked on hard copy feedback forms
available at Information Days.



FAQs:

More questions were added to the FAQ page, which featured

commonly asked questions on subjects including the process, safety and
Project timescales.


Library: Consultation materials outlined in this section were made available
to download from the Library page, including the full PEIR, Project
newsletter and DCO application boundary amongst others.



Get in touch: As well as providing the contact channels for the Project team,
the page was updated to clearly include the deadline for responses on the
PEIR by Thursday 31st October and as part of wider community consultation
by Thursday 27th November 2014.

5.111. The Project specific website was routinely included on public-facing documents,
including the Project newsletter and on presentations to stakeholders.
5.112. Statistics for the website detail from the launch of statutory consultation on 2 nd
October 2014 to the close of the formal consultation period on Thursday 27 th
November 2014, there were 2,837 page views with the average browser viewing
just under an average of four pages per visit. The overarching data show that
during this period there were 714 viewing sessions occurred, with 62.7% of these
being new visitors and 37.3% being returning visitors.

5.113. Further examination of the website statistics shows that visitors spent on average 1
minute and 19 seconds on each page, with the most frequently visited pages being
the homepage, plans page and library page in descending order. These statistics
demonstrate that the Applicant had some success in encouraging visitors to its
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online material, which served to engage with hard to reach audiences that may not
connect to more traditional consultation methods.

5.114. Graphics illustrating the website statistics can be viewed in Annex 34.
Information Days
5.115. Having proved an important component of the non-statutory consultation period,
KGSL hosted five public Information Days as part of statutory consultation on the
application.

The events enabled members of the community to meet

representatives from the Project team and ask questions about the KGSP.

5.116. A range of accessible venues were chosen in settlements most likely to be impacted
by the Project and all within, or in close proximity to, Consultation Zone A. The five
Information Days were attended by more than 79 people in total, with the event at
Lach Dennis Village Hall attracting the most visitors.

5.117. Attendees at the Information Day were asked to sign in on the day and provide their
contact details if they wished to be kept updated. This information will be used to
update participants upon submission of the Application. Although the majority of
visitors did sign in, some declined to leave details.

5.118. The breakdown of attendees at each event is demonstrated in Table 5.119.

5.119. Table 5.119: Breakdown of Information Day attendance
Venue

Date

Time

Lostock Community

Tuesday 14th

2pm –

Centre

October 2014

8pm

Byley Village Hall

Thursday 16th

2pm –

October 2014

8pm

Lach Dennis Village

Monday 20th

2pm –

Hall

October 2014

8pm

Approx attendance
22

19

27

79

Tuesday 21st

2pm –

October 2014

8pm

Pavilions Club,

Thursday 23rd

2pm –

Runcorn

October 2014

8pm

Whitley Village Hall

5

6

5.120. Seventeen display boards were used during the Information Days containing up to
date information about a variety of aspects of the application and details of the
technical assessments undertaken to date. The boards served to present the
emerging findings contained in the PEIR in a more accessible format to participants
who may have limited knowledge of the Project. The boards, which can be viewed
in Annex 35, were titled as follows:


Welcome – Introduction to the KGSP



The Project – Containing the DCO application red line boundary



The History – Providing context on the history of solution mining in Cheshire



Gas Storage - Outlining the need for gas storage and Project opportunities



The Main Development – Featuring a cavity location map for the gas storage
site



The KGSP Process – Including diagrams of how gas storage works



Consultation – Providing an overview feedback expressed to date



Geology – Featuring a detailed map of the geology at the Holford Brinefield



Visual Impact – Providing artist’s impressions of the proposed infrastructure
in setting



KGSP at Runcorn – An overview of the Runcorn element including artist’s
impression and assessment outcomes



KGSP at Whitley – An overview of the Whitley element including artist’s
impression and assessment outcomes



Safety – Details regarding INOVYN Enterprises’ track record and
consideration for safety



Environment – Overview of socio-economic, ecology and air quality
considerations outlined in the PEIR
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Environment – Overview of traffic and transport proposals, including access
to the main site and travel routing



Environment – Details on the scope of the ES and consultation under
Section 42 of the Act



Environment – Overview of noise, vibration and cultural heritage
considerations outlined in the PEIR



Consultation – Including the response deadlines, contact details, materials
location and Project timeline to submission of the DCO application and
beyond

5.121. In order to ensure that those who were unavailable to attend the Information Days
had access to the same information, the display boards were made available to
download from the ‘Library’ page of the Project website.
Feedback forms

5.122. Attendees at each of the Information Days were encouraged by members of the
Project team to complete and submit a feedback form. These could be returned via
a comments box available at the Information Day, or returned at a later date via
Freepost or the Project email address.

5.123. Whereas the feedback form provided during non-statutory consultation relied more
on general areas of interest and narrative feedback – owing to the early nature of
engagement – the statutory feedback form sought comments on specific aspects of
the proposal, such as visual impact; traffic and transport; socio-economic factors
and proposed mitigation.

5.124. KGSL received 23 feedback forms, submitted in hard copy and online, throughout
the statutory consultation period. A summary of the views expressed can be found
in Chapter 6 of this Report. The feedback form, which also featured space for
general comments on the Project can be viewed in Annex 36.
Posters
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5.125. In an effort to increase wider knowledge of the proposed KGSP and promote
participation in the consultation, posters were issued to community venues in and
around the consultation zones to publicise events, provide a description of the KGSP
and outline how people could have their say.

5.126. A copy of the poster can be viewed in Annex 37, alongside a list of venues to which
they were issued.

Stakeholder Workshop

5.127. The Applicant also hosted a Stakeholder Workshop at Lostock Gralam Community
Centre on 17th November 2014, between 5.30pm and 8pm.

Whilst this

collaborative and constructive session was specifically aimed at stakeholders
identified under Section 42 of the Act, a small number of participants were
members of the local community and not representing a prescribed organisation.

5.128. An overview of the Stakeholder Workshop can be viewed in the previous section
entitled ‘Formal consultation under Section 42 of the Planning Act’, whilst a
summary of the responses received can be found in Chapter 6 of this Report
‘Summary of Responses’.

Meetings and presentations

5.129. The Applicant proactively offered and sought meetings with likely interested parties
as part of formal consultation under Section 47 of the Act.

As a result,

representatives of the Project team partook in meetings, presentations and
discussions with:


Members of the INOVYN Enterprises Council Liaison Group



Attendees at the INOVYN Tenant Farmers Meeting
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Representatives of the Cheshire and Warrington Local Enterprise
Partnership



Members of the existing INOVYN Site Community Forum at Runcorn



Members of the Halton Chamber of Commerce and Enterprise



INOVYN staff as part of existing training day at Holford



Those identified as having an interest in the land



Those identified as consultation bodies

5.130. Feedback from the above engagement is summarised in Chapter 6 of this Report.

5.131. The Applicant has demonstrated how it has complied with its duty to consult under
Section 47 of the Act, including the duty to prepare a statement and carry out
consultation with people living in the vicinity of the land.

The Applicant has

produced an account of how requirements of the Act have been met in the form of
Section 55 checklist, which can be viewed in Annex 22.

5.132. A more detailed overview of the relevant guidance and legislation, and how this has
influenced KGSL’s approach, can be found in the ‘Compliance’ section of this
chapter.
5.133. In addition to the above, the Applicant has also provided a SoCC checklist as part of
this Report, which outlines the commitments made in the published SoCC and
demonstrates how KGSL has complied with its duty to carry out consultation in
accordance with these proposals. This checklist can be viewed in Annex 07.

Publicity in Accordance with Section 48 of the Planning Act

5.134. This section of the Report outlines activities undertaken by the Applicant to comply
with requirements set out in Section 48 of the Act, the duty to publicise the Project,
making provision to include a deadline for receipt of responses.
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5.135. The KGSP Section 48 Notice was drafted with full regard to legislation in the
Planning Act 2008 and guidance. The relevant guidance and how this has been
taken on board in developing the Notice is outlined in the compliance reference
Table 5.158 in the following subsection entitled ‘Compliance’.

5.136. The Section 48 Notice detailed that KGSL proposes to apply for a DCO for the
proposed KGSP and featured a list of the main components that the application
seeks consent for.

5.137. The Notice provided information regarding the Project documentation and where
these would be available to view, as well as the Information Days to be held as part
of formal consultation under Section 47 of the Act in addition to the matters listed
under Regulation 4 (3) of the Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed
Forms and Procedure) Regulations 2009. In accordance with the Regulations, the
Notice clearly provides a date for consultation responses to be submitted, of
Thursday 27th November 2014, 50 days following the date of the last publication of
the Section 48 Notice.

5.138. The Section 48 Notice was published in the following manner:


The Guardian - Public Notices – Wednesday 1st October 2014



The London Gazette – Public Notices – Wednesday 1st October 2014



The Northwich Guardian – Wednesday 1st October 2014



The Runcorn and Widnes World – Wednesday 1st October 2014



The Runcorn and Widnes Weekly News – Thursday 2nd October 2014



The Northwich Guardian – Wednesday 8th October 2014



The Runcorn and Widnes World – Wednesday 8th October 2014



The Runcorn and Widnes Weekly News – Thursday 9th October 2014

5.139. The Section 48 Notice, as it appeared in print in each of the outlets listed above can
be found in Annex 11.

84

5.140. In order to circulate further, the Applicant issued a copy of the Notice alongside
other Project documentation as part of formal consultation under Section 47 of the
Act, including consultees outlined in Section 44.
5.141. The Applicant has demonstrated how it has complied with its duty to consult under
Section 48 of the Act, including the duty to publicise the proposed application. The
Applicant has produced an account of how requirements of the Act have been met in
the form of Section 55 checklist, which can be viewed in Annex 22.

5.142. A more detailed overview of the relevant guidance and legislation, and how this has
influenced KGSL’s approach, can be found in the ‘Compliance’ section of this chapter.

Further Limited Statutory Consultation
5.143.

In April 2015 the Applicant decided to reduce the extent of the Project DCO
application boundary. In general terms, this was to remove areas where no
development is proposed and which are not required for the Project. KGSL carefully
considered its approach to consultation in light of this change and concluded that
further consultation was not required as a result of the reduction.

5.144.

The reduction does not represent a very substantial change in the proposals for the
Project. On the contrary, the proposals have not changed at all. The revised DCO
application boundary merely reflect the fact that no development is proposed in the
areas that have been removed. As such, in KGSL’s view, the reduction of the DCO
application bondary does not materially change the KGSP or materially change its
impacts. KGSL believes, therefore, that its approach is fair, reasonable and
proportionate in the circumstances.

5.145. The Applicant is satisfied that the revision to the boundary would not prejudice any
person who may have an interest in the Project who may have made representations
following the publication of the Section 48 notices.
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5.146. Similarly, the revision would not prejudice the consultation carried out under Section
47. The scope of the Section 47 consultation was designed to cover the wider
geographical scope.
5.147. With respect to consultation carried out under Section 42 the revision would not
bring any new ‘A’, ‘B’, ‘C’ or ‘D’ local authorities within the scope of Section 42(1)(b).
5.148. However, in view of the time that has elapsed since the initial investigations in to the
land were carried out, the Applicant considered it to be prudent to undertake further
diligent inquiries into land in accordance with the revised application boundary.
5.149. These inquiries comprised an index map search at the Land Registry to identify any
registered interests in land, inquiries by the Applicant’s land agent, letters issued to
properties to identify occupiers and site notices posted in the vicinity of unregistered
land.
5.150. The Applicant also took this opportunity, with the benefit of the completed
Statement of Engagement of Section 79(1) Environmental Protection Act 1990
(“Statement of Statutory Nuisance” Document Reference: 8.4), to consider those
persons who may have a relevant claim and fall within Category 3.
5.151. The updated list of consultees under Section 42 (1)(d) of the Act can be found in
Annex 38.
5.152. In September 2015, the Applicant carried out further limited statutory consultation
with the additional Section 42 (1)(d) consultees it had identified.

To ensure

consultees could make informed comments on the Project, the Applicant sent
information by post with a covering letter. The letter, available to view in Annex 39,
provided information about the limited consultation; the enclosed materials and
provided a deadline for responses of 12th October 2015. This provided consultees
with more than the required 28 days to submit a response.
5.153. Enclosed with the letter was the statutory consultation newsletter; an electronic
copy of the PEIR, including the Non-Technical Summary; a copy of the Section 48
Public Notice; and a plan showing the amended KGSP application boundary.
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Responses to this additional consultation can be found in Chapter 6 ‘Summary of
Responses’.
5.154. During this period, KGSL also updated the project website, www.kgsp.co.uk.
Updates to the text were made to reflect progress of the Application and the
updated application boundary was made available to download.
5.155. KGSL also timed the additional statutory consultation to coincide with further
written approaches to those parties with whom negotiations regarding land use
within the Main Assessment Area were ongoing.

5.156. In addition, the Applicant notes that, upon launch of the original statutory
consultation in 2014, the Applicant did not issue materials to the relevant
Ambulance Trust – in this case the North West Ambulance Service NHS Trust. In
order to correct this omission, KGSL issued the consultation materials and covering
letter to the consultee in March 2015, providing a further 28 days for the Trust to
submit a response.

Compliance
5.157. It is important for this Report to clearly demonstrate how the Applicant has complied
with its duties to consult with those identified in the Act. Providing a succinct recap
of the contents of this chapter, Table 5.158 details how KGSL’s consultation activities
relate to the requirements of the Act.

5.158. Table 5.158: Compliance checklist

Section of the Planning Act 2008
Section 37


Applicant duties


In preparing and submitting this Report,

Requires the applicant to

KGSL has complied with the requirements of

submit a Consultation Report

Section 37 (3) (c).

providing details of
consultation under Section



The Applicant has had regard to Advice Note
14 in compiling the Report and has included
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42, 47 and 48.

explanatory text to set the scene and a chart
which details how and when consultation
was carried out.


The structure of this Report takes on board
suggestions from Advice Note 14 and is
intended to make it easy to navigate and
digest.

The structure separates non-

statutory and statutory consultation and
uses

sub-headings

to

clearly

indicate

activities undertaken and responses received
under Section 42, 47 and 48 of the Act.
Section 42




This Report demonstrates how KGSL has

Requires the applicant to

complied with this requirement.

consult with prescribed

Applicant has consulted DCLG’s ‘Guidance

consultees, local authorities

On The Pre-Application Process’ to ensure

and persons with an interest

that its approach was appropriate and

in the land.

involved the correct audiences.


The

KGSL followed the Schedule 1 list of the
Regulations

to

identify

prescribed

consultees, consulted with directly affected
and neighbouring local authorities, as well as
those with an interest in the land.


A variety of techniques were used to
encourage participation, with the Applicant
issuing consultation materials directly to
consultees.

Section 43




As suggested in Advice Note 14, KGSL has

Defines the local authorities

demonstrated

whose land is directly

consultees by including a map in this

impacted by the proposals

Consultation Report.

and directly neighbouring
local authorities that the



how

it

defined

these

KGSL issued consultation materials direct to
the

identified

local

authorities

and
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applicant must consult under

encouraged responses in covering letters.

Section 42.

The Applicant was in frequent contact with
the directly impacted authorities throughout
the consultation period.

Section 44




The Applicant identified those who it

Defines the categories of

believes are owners, lessees, tenants or

persons who certain interests

occupiers of land, or who have an interest in

in land that the applicant is

the land or the power to sell and convey or

required to consult under

release the land and any person who may

section 42.

have a relevant claim and fall within
category 1, 2 and/or 3. .


KGSL contacted these consultees directly,
issuing published consultation materials for
consideration and encouraging responses.

Section 45




KGSL clearly indicated the deadline for

Requires the applicant to set

Section 42 responses to be received on all

a timetable for consultation

correspondence

under section 42.

statutory

upon

the

launch

of

consultation

and

issuing

of

consultation materials.
Section 46


The Applicant issued a covering letter and

Requires the applicant to

hard copies of the consultation materials to

notify the SoS prior or upon

the

commencing consultation.

statutory consultation on the KGSP.

Section 47






Commission

ahead

of

launching

KGSL had regard to the published Guidance

Requires the applicant to

when drafting the SoCC. The Applicant can

consult with the local

evidence

community. Also requires

consulted on the contents of the statement.

applicants to draw up a

A

statement of how this will be

demonstrates

undertaken and formally

complied with the requirement to carry out

consult with the local

consultation

authorities on the contents of

proposals in the SoCC.

that

separate

local

authorities

checklist
how

in

the

in

this

were

section

Applicant

accordance

with

has

the
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the statement.



KGSL defined communities via drafting of the
SoCC and used a number of methods to
encourage participation including online
tools; newsletters; Freephone and freepost
contact

points;

Information

Days

and

advertising.
Section 48




KGSL complied with the requirements by

Requires the applicant to

placing

publish notices of the

newspapers circulating in the vicinity of the

proposed application in

development area, alongside the London

national and local

Gazette and the Guardian.

publications.



public

notices

in

two

local

The public notices featured a description of
the Project, dates for responses to be
received and contact details of the Applicant.
A copy of the Section 48 publicity was also
issued to Section 42(1)(a) consultees.

Section 49




KGSL has demonstrated throughout this

Requires the applicant to

Report how it has responded to comments

have regard to relevant

submitted during consultation and had

responses to consultation.

regard to them. Submissions have directly
influenced the KGSP as it evolved. Further
details of the responses received and KGSL’s
responses can be found in Chapter 6.

5.159. This chapter details how the Applicant complied with the requirements of Section 47
of the Act to prepare a statement setting out the proposed consultation techniques
and carry out consultation in line with its content.

5.160. Table 5.161 contains commitments made in the published SoCC and details of how
KGSL complied with these throughout the statutory consultation period.
5.161. Table 5.161 – SoCC compliance checklist
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SoCC Pledge

Prepare and submit a

Applicant action

KGSL has prepared and submitted this Report,

Consultation Report as part of the structured in a way that demonstrates the
DCO application that:


methods used by the Applicant to consult with

Provides details of the

the community, details the responses received

local community feedback

and demonstrates how KGSL has had regard to

received during non-

the relevant responses.

statutory and statutory




stages of consultation

This section on compliance, and various

Explains how KGSL has

references to the Act at relevant junctures

had regard to the

throughout the Report, seek to detail how the

feedback received

Applicant has complied with the requirements of

Demonstrates how KGSL

the Act.

has complied with
consultation requirements
of the Planning Act 2008.
To carry out consultation as

This chart seeks to demonstrate how KGSL has

described in the SoCC.

carried out consultation in accordance with
information in the SoCC.

To consult with CWCC and HBC

KGSL informally consulted CWCC and HBC on the

on the contents of the SoCC and

SoCC, as well as carrying out a 28-day statutory

have regard to the responses

consultation on the draft SoCC with CWCC, HBC

received.

and, due to the proximity of the site to the
authority’s boundary, CEC. Responses from the
authorities did not raise any points for
consideration.

Requirement to carry out an EIA

KGSL has carried out an EIA and will submit an ES

and prepare an ES to be

as part of the DCO. Information from the ES, and

submitted as part of the DCO

how the environmental assessments were shaped

application.

as a result of consultation, is contained in this
Report.
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To make consultation documents

The Applicant created a dedicated ‘Library’ page

available to view at

on the Project website, containing download links

www.kgsp.co.uk

to KGSP documentation.

To publish a PEIR, providing the

KGSL published the PEIR upon commencement of

results of KGSL’s preliminary

the statutory consultation on the PEIR. The

assessments as part of the

document was made available to view by the

statutory consultation phase.

public and was issued to consultees in accordance
with Section 42 of the Act.

Provide copies of the PEIR direct

Hard copies of the PEIR, as well as consultation

to Section 42 consultees,

materials published at the launch of statutory

including CWCC, HBC and CEC.

consultation, were sent to the local authorities.
Electronic copies of the PEIR and supporting
consultation materials were sent to Section 42
consultees, including those with an interest in the
land identified under Section 44 of the Act.

Publish an ICR following non-

The ICR was published and made available to

statutory consultation.

view at consultation events and available to
download from the KGSP website.

To note all comments received

KGSL has noted comments received in respect of

about the principle of the

the need to increase the UK’s capacity for gas

development and address the

storage and the need to increase this capacity is

need for such provision in the

set out in the National Policy Statement EN-4.

submitted DCO.
Notify the SoS in accordance with

The Applicant notified the SoS upon launch of the

Section 46 of the Act.

statutory consultation, providing consultation
materials and a covering letter in accordance with
the Act. The letter can be found in Annex 13.

Undertake consultation on the

Consultation under Section 42 and 47 was

application under Section 42 and

launched at the same time, with deadlines for

Section 47 of the Act

responses to be submitted clearly identified on
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concurrently, alongside Section

letters to consultees. The Applicant placed

48 publicity.

Section 48 publicity in local and national media
titles, further details of which can be found
earlier in this chapter.

To consult with communities,

KGSL provided details of the groups of consultees

groups and individuals that live

as appendices to the SoCC. Further details of the

in, work in or use the area or are

scope and how KGSL consulted with each can be

likely to be affected by the

found in the subsequent entries to this table.

Project, as well as statutory
consultees.
To consult with identified

The Applicant included an appended list of

consultation bodies.

‘consultation bodies’ to the SoCC which
demonstrated which prescribed consultees KGSL
would contact as part of the statutory
consultation. KGSL issued prescribed consultees
with a copy of the PEIR and consultation
materials.

To consult with community

The Applicant included an appended list of

stakeholders.

‘community stakeholders’ to the SoCC. As part of
the consultation, KGSL issued covering letters and
KGSP newsletters to the identified groups in
order to encourage participation in the
consultation.

To consult with local residents

KGSL describes in this chapter the measures used

living in proximity to the

to consult with those living in the vicinity of the

proposed KGSP.

site, including sending KGSP newsletters directly
to residents in Consultation Zone A and
publicising consultation events to the wider
community.

To consult with local businesses

The Applicant ensured that any direct mailshots

situated in proximity to the KGSP.

of newsletters encompassed business as well as
residential properties. KGSL also informed and
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engaged with the relevant Chambers of
Commerce.
To consult with the general public

The Applicant has detailed in this chapter the

and anyone who expresses an

measures in place to publicise and encourage

interest in the proposals.

participation in the consultation. This included
the provision of dedicated contact channels,
including Freephone Information Line, email
address and Freepost address.

Engage with time limited

KGSL held Information Days from 2pm-8pm

individuals (identified hard to

across five days, to ensure members of the public

reach group).

could partake outside of normal working hours.
KGSL also made feedback forms available to
complete and submit online, with consultation
materials available to download from the KGSP
website.

Engage with older people

The Applicant chose venues for the Information

(identified hard to reach group).

Days that were accessible and convenient for
those living in the vicinity of the development.
KGSL also offered face-to-face meetings with
consultees with mobility difficulties. KGSL used
traditional methods, such as newspaper
advertising and posters, to raise awareness of the
KGSP as well as online consultation methods.

Engage with people with

Information Days were held in local venues that

disabilities (identified hard to

were accessible. The Applicant did not receive

reach group)

any requests for materials to be produced in
other formats, such as larger text or for
assistance with travel to and from venues.

Engage with farmers/agricultural

Farmers were invited to a meeting to discuss the

workers (identified hard to reach

KGSP, whilst the Applicant held several face-to-

group)

face meetings with landowners and farmers
during the consultation period.
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Engage with people on low

The Applicant held consultation events in venues

incomes (identified hard to reach

within the nearest communities to the proposed

group)

areas of development to reduce the need to
travel. Communication channels, such as the
Information Line and Freepost address, were also
free of charge for users. This meant that
respondents would not suffer expense whilst
engaging with the Applicant.

Engage with young people

As online tools can be effective amongst the

(identified hard to reach group)

younger generation, the Applicant ensured that
all consultation material was made available to
download from the KGSP website and that an
online feedback form could be completed. KGSL
also wrote to local schools, colleges, universities
and youth organisations as part of its agreed
community stakeholder list.

Engage with transient groups

The Applicant aimed to raise awareness to a

(identified hard to reach group)

wider audience – including transient groups – by
publicising consultation events using posters,
seeking media coverage and placing
advertisements in local newspapers. The
Applicant also wrote to local businesses and
asked tenant farmers to inform their staff of the
KGSP and consultation.

Engage with people who socialise

KGSL used posters, media advertising and letters

in the area (identified hard to

to stakeholder groups to engage with this group,

reach group)

as well as publicising details of the KGSP online.
The wide variety of businesses and stakeholder
groups contacted was aimed at encouraging
participation in the consultation from all those
who had an interest in the KGSP, not just those
who lived in the vicinity of the site.
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For consultation to be most

KGSL issued newsletters to all business and

intense in the area identified as

residential addresses within Zone A upon launch

Zone A.

of the consultation. Prescribed consultees and
other identified community stakeholders were
also contacted directly and the Information Days
were held either in or in the vicinity of Zone A.

To consult with the wider

The Applicant communicated via elected

population and those identified in representatives and key stakeholder groups, as
Zone B.

well as raising the profile of the consultation in
media advertising.

Hold public exhibitions as part of

Information Days, open to the public and

statutory consultation.

publicised through consultation materials, were
held at:


Lostock Community Centre



Byley Village Hall



Lach Dennis Village Hall



Whitley Village Hall



Pavilions Club, Runcorn

To produce consultation

KGSL utilised all of the methods contained in the

materials and use a range of

published SoCC including newsletters; media

methods to encourage and

materials; website; Stakeholder Workshop;

facilitate responses.

meetings.

To make available methods by

The methods stated in the SoCC were made

which consultees could submit

available throughout the statutory consultation,

feedback and responses.

including:


Hard copy feedback form



Online feedback form



Freepost address



Freephone Information Line



Email



Website
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To make consultation materials

The Applicant made hard copies of the

available and accessible for

consultation materials, including the PEIR and

people living and working in the

Non-Technical Summary, and these were

area.

available to view at the following local venues:


Northwich Library



CWCC, Wyvern House



HBC, Runcorn Town Hall



Halton Direct Link

All consultation materials were available to view
at the Information Days and were made available
to download directly for the dedicated KGSP
website. Materials were also sent directly to
consultees.

5.162. This section has served to demonstrate how KGSL has complied with its duties in
accordance with the Act.
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6. Summary of Responses
6.1

This chapter provides an overview of the submissions received and feedback
expressed during statutory consultation on proposals to develop an underground gas
storage facility and associated infrastructure in the south of the Holford Brinefield,
north of Middlewich, Cheshire.

6.2

As detailed in the previous chapter, KGSL took a comprehensive approach to
consultation in order to encourage participation from a range of stakeholders
identified in the Act. In order to demonstrate compliance, this chapter is split into
three sub-sections in order to clearly layout the views expressed as a result of
consultation under Sections 42, 47 and 48 of the Act.

6.3

To make it more accessible to see the opinions expressed and how KGSL has had
regard to these, comments have, in some instances, been grouped by topic rather
than by consultee. For instance, if a respondent submitted one comment regarding
traffic and one regarding visual impact, these will be set out and responded to in the
relevant sections of this Chapter.

Summary of responses under Section 42 of the Planning Act
6.4

This section of the Report outlines the responses the Applicant received as a result of
consultation with those identified in Section 42 of the Act, a detailed account of
which can be found in Chapter 5. The primary focus of this section is on responses
from those identified under Section 42(1)(a), persons as may be prescribed.

6.5

Details of how the Applicant has carried out formal consultation under Section 42 of
the Planning Act can be found in Chapter 5 of this report, ‘Statutory Consultation’.
The main methods via which responses were received are as follows:


Formal submissions via email/post
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Views expressed and recorded during a Stakeholder Workshop



Feedback voiced during face-to-face meetings

Formal submissions and project feedback
6.6

The Applicant encouraged healthy working relationships with those identified as a
consultation body, with ongoing discussions taking place from the launch of the
Project and continuing up until submission of the Application.

6.7

This section groups comments received by the consultee, not topic, in order to
clearly set out some of the detailed comments received and how KGSL has had
regard to them throughout the evolution of the Project.

6.8

Numerous consultees formally replied to the issued consultation material, thanking
the Applicant for their approach and raising no comments on the Project. Most,
however, did request to be kept updated as the Project progressed.

These

consultees included:


Fulcrum Pipelines



NATS



GTC Pipelines Limited



Independent Pipelines Limited



Quadrant Pipelines Limited



Electricity Network Company Limited



Independent Power Networks Limited



Independent Water Networks Limited



Independent Fibre Networks Limited



Utility Grid Installations Limited



ESP Gas Group Limited



JNCC



The Coal Authority



United Utilities Water PLC
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6.9

KGSL sought to proactively engage with and inform political stakeholders identified
as prescribed consultees. One method used to promote interest and participation in
the consultation was the existing INOVYN Parish Council liaison meeting.
proposed KGSP was an item on the agenda.

The

The feedback received and the

Applicant’s response can be found in Table 6.10.
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6.10

Table 6.10 - Consultation feedback from parish councillors during the parish council liaison meeting

Consultee

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced the
Project

Parish council It was requested that Allostock

Although the village of Allostock falls outside of

The Applicant ensured that Allostock Parish

liaison

be included in the

the Consultation Zone A for the main site,

Council were consulted and engaged during

meeting

consultation.

Allostock Parish Council was included as a

the consultation.

consultation body and was provided details of
the Project for the benefit of parish councillors
and local residents.
One attendee enquired about

It was noted that residents in neither Allostock or

No change. A variety of methods were

the scope of the consultation

Lower Peover would be contacted directly, but

agreed as part of the published SoCC with

zone and which parishes fell in

reinforced that the consultation had been widely

the intention of raising awareness amongst

the 3.5km Zone A.

publicised, with the relevant documentation

wider audiences and encouraging

available to download online or view in local

participation.

It was asked whether the red

KGSL explained the relationship between the red

No action required. The significance of the

line boundary for the site

line area and assessment areas, confirming that

application boundary was communicated in

meant that there would be no

although the application area covers areas such

response.

impacts outside of this area.

as the pipeline and saturators, construction was
not proposed in all locations. However, study
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areas for the ES are different to – and in some
cases go beyond – the red line area, meaning
potential impacts on the surrounding area have
been considered.
One attendee asked whether

The Applicant responded to parish councillors

No change. The likely areas of impact have

there would be an impact on

that it was unlikely Allostock and Lower Peover

been agreed and considered as part of the

Lower Peover.

would be affected by the Project. It was

ES.

explained that KGSL had drawn on lessons
learned from the previous gas storage projects
and that these had been taken into account
when designing the KGSP and deciding
operational practices, such as traffic routing.
Representatives were asked

It was explained that the KGSP will supply enough The proposed KGSP is likely to reduce the

whether brine from the KGSP

brine for between 6 and 10 years. INOVYN

scale of development at Hulme Hall within

would eliminate the need to

Enterprises cannot commit to the timing of

the timeframe.

develop Hulme Hall.

development at Hulme Hall Brinefield, which will
be dependent on customer demand for brine.

One attendee asked about the

Attendees responded verbally, explaining the

The response is not directly relevant to the

location of Hulme Hall.

location of the site.

proposed KGSP.

Attendees asked whether KGSP KGSL does not propose to go beyond the 19

No change. KGSL is applying for
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would be the only location

proposed cavities as described in the Application

Development Consent to solution mine 19

where water was going into

documents.

cavities, to be subsequently used for gas

the ground during

storage provision.

construction.
Attendees asked about the risk

It was explained that the Holford Brinefield has

No change. Details of the site selection is

associated with storing gas

an extensive and predictable salt deposit and

included in the DCO geological reports and

underground and the risk of a

proven history of safe storage of natural gas. The

summarised in the Project Overview. A HSC

leak.

location of each cavity has been chosen after

for the Project will be secured by KGSL.

careful consideration of geological constraints of
the site. The Applicant responded that KGSP will
be covered by COMAH regulations and that a
Hazardous Substances Consent will be secured
for the Project, in accordance with the Planning
(Hazardous Substances) Regulations 1992.
It was questioned why the

It was explained that COMAH licenses are not

No action required. It would not be the

COMAH report could not be

public documents for security reasons. It is down

responsibility of the Applicant to respond to

made available to the public,

to HSE to respond to Freedom of Information

Freedom of Information requests.

and would this be available via

Requests, however it is assumed that if released

Freedom of Information.

the documents would be redacted.

One attendee asked how many

It was confirmed that there have been 37 cavities

No action required. KGSL is seeking
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gas storage cavities have

consented so far, with the KGSP seeking consent

Development Consent for 19 cavities.

already been consented.

for a further 19.

One attendee asked whether

The Applicant explained that the ‘rings’ are

No action required. The (hazard)

the rings of the hazardous

consultation zones, and that these are defined by

consultation zones are out of the control of

substances consultation area

the HSE and not within the control of the

the Applicant.

correlated to potential

Applicant. The HSE consider the Project and

accident impacts.

determine acceptability, taking into
consideration the character of the surrounding
area.

Questions were asked about

The Applicant confirmed to attendees that DCO

No action required. Progression of the

the timescales for the

application would likely be submitted around

Application will depend on the timetable for

Application.

spring 2015, with the determination period being

consideration post-submission.

around 12 – 18 months. It is anticipated that
construction of the KGSP could start in 2017, with
the potential for gas storage to begin in 2020
following solution mining.
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6.11

Minutes from the above parish council meeting can be found in Annex 20.

6.12

Alongside the parish councils, KGSL received numerous responses from other
prescribed consultees. A summary of the feedback received and the Applicant’s
response can be found in Table 6.13.
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6.13

Table 6.13 - Consultation responses from prescribed consultees

Consultee

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced
the Project

Marine

The response from the MMO explains

KGSL welcomes comments from the MMO

KGSL contacted the MMO ahead of

Management

the organisation’s remit. The MMO

and has had regard to the feedback

submission of the Application to

Organisation

raised comments regarding the

expressed. As noted in ES Chapter 25:

confirm that a DML will not be

(MMO)

potential need to acquire a Deemed

Marine Environment, KGSL has identified the

required. No further action

Marine License (DML). The MMO

Mean High Water Spring (MHWS) in line with

required.

notes it is unable to provide

its responsibility and can confirm that no

comments until it has been

construction is proposed to take place

determined whether a DML is

seaward of the MHWS, it is therefore

required, with advice on the

considered that a DML would not be required

suggested content of a draft license.

for the KGSP. KGSL has come to this
conclusion following careful consideration of
the licensing requirements of the 2009 Act.
More information on the Applicant’s
assessments and consideration can be found
in ES Chapter 25: Marine Environment, in
particular Figure 25.1 which identifies the
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MHWS.
Health and Safety

The HSE noted the nearby hazardous

The Applicant welcomes the formal advice

A draft Application for HSC has

Executive (HSE)

installation and stated that, due to

from the HSE and reiterates the intention to

been submitted to the HSE for

the small number of people

continue engagement as the KGSP

consideration.

associated with operation of the

progresses. A HSC will be secured for the

KGSP, it would not object to the

Project, in accordance with the Planning

development. It advised that each

(Hazardous Substances) Regulations 1992.

site should have emergency
procedures in place for use in the
event of an accident at the
neighbouring COMAH site. The HSE
advises that the Applicant will be
applying for Hazardous Substances
Consent (HSC) and that it would
provide advice to the local authority.
The HSE notes that the Applicant has
been engaging before the formal
submission and that it will work with
the Applicant to resolve any details
going forward.
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Public Health

The organisation does not comment

KGSL notes the comments made by PHE, in

England (PHE)

on the gas pipeline or site safety but

particular that PHE will provide detailed

notes that the KGSP will fall under the

comments on both the submitted

remit of COMAH. PHE advises against

assessments and proposed route corridor

exclusion of the assessment of

once available. Information has been

No action required.

potential Electric and Magnetic Forces submitted as part of the DCO application,
(EMF) connected to the 33 kV power

including a CEMP.

line. PHE adds that it will provide
detailed comments on the submitted
assessments once available.
Canal & River

Following engagement and informal

KGSL has welcomed ongoing engagement

Engagement with the trust has

Trust

discussion with the Canal & River

with the Trust. Views expressed during

helped shape the proposed design

Trust (The Trust), a formal response

engagement with the Trust have helped

of the pipe bridge. Following

was received. The Trust notes

inform the design process of the pipe bridge.

consultation, the bridge will

ongoing engagement and that the

A robust LVIA has been submitted for the

include a walkway; a stair tower;

Trust has accepted the likelihood that

Runcorn elements of the Project, which have

and is proposed to be galvanised

the outfall pipe will have to go over

been shaped by feedback from consultees

grey in colour.

the Weaver Navigation due to the

such as the Trust. KGSL has identified a

risks associated with local

number of sensitive receptors in its

infrastructure and alternatives being

assessment, however it is considered that
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ruled out. The Trust welcomes the

there will be no significant effects on users of

proposed new access, which will allow the canal, given they would be transient and
for easier maintenance and inspection taking into account the industrial context of

English Heritage

of the outfall pipe and Telford Wall

the infrastructure’s setting. The proposed

and that the bridge will be high

pipe bridge is designed to fit with the

enough to allow commercial freight

architectural context of the area, however in

transport. The Trust expressed the

order to ensure safe use of the waterway it

opinion that the bridge will have

must be visible to users. The Applicant can

substantial visual impact and asked

commit to continued engagement with the

for this to be fully considered as part

Trust over this matter, in particular through

of the assessments. The Trust notes

the detailed design development. Further

that the use of lighter colour frame

information on KGSL’s assessments and

materials and simple detailing could

conclusions can be found in ES Chapter 24:

help mitigate impact.

Landscape and Visual at Runcorn.

English Heritage notes the cultural

KGSL notes the comments of English Heritage

The Applicant has included several

heritage assessment appears to be a

and welcomes the opinion that the prepared

mitigation measures as a result of

thorough piece of work identifying

assessments are thorough. KGSL has had

consultation. These are set out in

effects on known and potentially

regard to comments made regarding historic

ES Chapter 11: Cultural Heritage

unknown assets. The body expresses

hedgerows and is proposing additional

and Chapter 26: Mitigation.

the opinion that more needs to be

mitigation measures, including the recording

Groundworks will be supervised by
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done to mitigate impacts on historic

of these boundaries. A watching brief will be

a qualified archaeologist and in

hedgerows, whilst noting that the

carried out when hedgerows are cut, which

accordance with the agreed WSI,

impacts are not themselves great. It

will include excavation and recording of a

which will be secured via the DCO.

would consider limited recording to

sample slot across each of the boundaries.

be appropriate. English Heritage

The Applicant has also set out a method

suggests geophysical surveys and

statement for evaluation of the areas noted

archaeological evaluation of areas

by English Heritage, which includes the use of

that could potentially be home to

geophysical surveys and test trial trenches

unknown heritage assets. A buffer

where anomalies are identified. KGSL has

zone around the Drakelow Hall

agreed a draft Written Scheme of

moated site is suggested.

Investigation (WSI) with English Heritage and
the local authority. Further information can
be found in ES Chapter 11: Cultural Heritage.

Natural England

NE made a suggestion for further

The Applicant notes the comments made by

The Applicant has provided a

information on the impact on bird

NE and has carefully considered the content

robust response to the matters

species at Runcorn to be considered.

of the letter. How KGSL has had regard to

raised by NE and the submission

The potential for air quality impacts

the comments is included in the submitted

has directly impacted the Project

during construction of the Runcorn

ES, mainly Chapter 8: Ecology.

and undertaking of environmental

pipe bridge are also recommended for As a direct result of the comments made by

assessments. This included the

consideration.

carrying out of further wintering

NE, KGSL carried out further wintering bird
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NE shows support for the mitigation

surveys in November and December. The

bird surveys and the preparation of

measures in the form of a Soil

results of all surveys assessing the presence

GCN licence application.

Management Plan and asks questions

and likelihood of any impacts are detailed

A robust set of mitigation

regarding the classification of

and appended to ES Chapter 8: Ecology.

measures have been proposed,

agricultural land to be lost.

The Applicant has had regard to NSIP and

which will in the main be secured

Further information is requested on

Licensing Guidance regarding GCNs and

via the DCO.

wintering bird surveys carried out and

produced a full draft licence application,

conclusions of the surveys, advising

which was submitted to NE for consideration

that further survey work may be

following completion of surveys.

necessary.

Details of potential impacts on ecology have

The authority welcomes interim

been considered in both Chapter 10: Air

survey results on Great Crested Newts Quality and Chapter 8: Ecology. Chapter 10
and anticipates a draft licence

details proposed mitigation measures during

application for consideration. It also

site planning and construction.

notes potential impact on certain

ES Chapter 8: Ecology details the surveys

species, such as badgers, bats and

undertaken with regard the species noted in

barn owls, and commits to review

the response. A suite of mitigation measures

under NSIP and licensing guidance.

are detailed in ES Chapter 26: Mitigation,

NE voices disagreement that noise

including removing hedgerows outside of the

can be scoped out at Runcorn and

bird breeding season; night-time crossings of
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references comments made during

trenches for badgers; reduction of hedgerow

the Scoping period regarding visual

gaps for bats amongst others.

impact and support for the

KGSL has assessed the land classification and

production of a CEMP.

land to be considered Grade 3. Since the
category was subdivided into 3A and 3B, only
a small number of sites have since been
surveyed, none of which fall with the DCO
boundary. As such, the Applicant has
assumed in its assessment that all grade 3
land is grade 3A (classed as best and most
versatile).

Civil Aviation

The CAA noted that it is unlikely there

KGSL expects that it is unlikely there will be

KGSL will continue to take full

Authority (CAA)

would be any significant aerodrome

any aerodrome safeguarding issues or

account of the points raised by the

safeguarding issues or the need for an

requirements for a warning light. It is not

CAA during the development of the

aviation warning light. The CAA also

expected that there should be any issues

facility.

noted that there could be potential

with respect to venting or flaring of gasses,

for high pressure venting or flaring of

although the Applicant understands the

gases in the case of abnormal

issues and will review them further as work
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operation or emergencies and that

on the facility progresses.

the site operator/developer should
assess if these have any potential to
cause danger to overflying aircraft.
Environment

The general themes and comments

KGSL has considered Puddlinglake Brook (or

Agency (EA)

provided by the EA are summarised as Ship Brook as referred to) as part of its

consent for crossings by the EA and

follows:

no additional watercourse creation

submitted ES Chapter 8: Ecology. It is not

The Applicant has been given

Flood risk: Prior written consent from expected that the watercourse will be

is considered necessary.

the EA would be required should the

damaged as a result of the works.

A draft HSC licence application has

proposals be deemed to have an

The Applicant understands the requirements

been prepared and submitted to

effect on Puddinglake Brook.

for appropriate land drainage consents,

the HSE.

Ecology: Further information sought

which will be sought prior to construction.

on impact on the Ship Brook

The impacts of the KGSP on water quality

watercourse including the level of

have been assessed, further details of which

impact on habitats

can be found in ES Chapter 7: Geology, Land

Water: Reinforcing the need to

and Water Quality. The technical

comply with the Water Framework

information details how, with the exception

Directive.

of 12 crossing points over Puddinglake Brook

Protected species: The response

for access roads and pipework, there is no

notes the presence of the Lesser

permanent interaction with the watercourse.
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Silver Water Beetle, with a request

No detrimental effect on WFD status is

made for further information

expected as these roads will be constructed

regarding the survey methods used.

in accordance with the CEMP and will be

Pollution control: Advice on pollution

carried out under separate licence from the

control requirements.

EA.

COMAH: Notes the need for COMAH

The Applicant has surveyed the presence of

licensing.

and potential for impact on the Lesser Silver

Environmental Permit: Offers

Water Beetle, the results of which are now

discussion regarding whether an

available and have been submitted as an

Environmental Permit is necessary.

annex to ES Chapter 8: Ecology. No impacts
on the beetle are expected as a result of
KGSP and habitat availability and suitability
will be enhanced by proposed pond
rehabilitation.
A HSC application will be made, in
accordance with the Planning (Hazardous
Substances) Regulations 1992.
Storage of potentially contaminating
materials will be in accordance with the EA
Pollution Prevention Guidelines and will be in
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bunded areas with an impermeable base. It
is not anticipated that secondary storage will
be required given the nature of the KGSP and
quantities of potential contaminates.
National Grid

NG’s response outlined the

KGSL notes the points raised by NG and the

The Applicant has issued the

company’s overground and

advice given regarding protecting existing

proposed protective measures to

underground transmission assets in

infrastructure and assets during construction

NG.

the area, the need for full access and

and operation. INOVYN Enterprises has

safe statutory clearance areas. The

extensive experience in solution mining at

response also identifies gas

the Holford Brinefield and a detailed

transmission and distribution

knowledge of the constraints of bringing

pipelines in close proximity to the

forward gas storage facilities in the area.

Application area. Several advice

KGSL is aware of the locations of grid

points are noted in relation to

infrastructure and will ensure that, prior to

crossings of pipelines, such as

construction commencing, NG is fully

construction traffic only crossing at

consulted on the approach and that

agreed locations; for pipelines to be

proposed protective measures are agreed.

protected by rafts to be agreed with

KGSL has also agreed a connection location

NG; and other protective measures to

to the National Transmission System with

be agreed with NG.

NG.
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E.ON

Prior to the statutory consultation,

The Applicant thanks E.ON for its continued

The proposed development and

KGSL engaged with E.ON regarding

engagement regarding the Application and

associated infrastructure has been

matters including lease of the land,

KGSL intends to continue discussion over this

shaped as a result of liaison with

HSC, KGSP construction roads, brine

matter as the Application progresses. The

E.On. This includes changes to the

and water connections and COMAH

Applicant notes that measures will need to

proposed road layouts. KGSL will

licenses, following which, engagement be agreed for the maintenance of existing

continue to engage with E.ON to

modifications were made to the

roads, new roads and pipelines on HGSP

agree maintenance of roads and

proposed pipeline and connection

leased area.

pipelines on the HGSP area.

locations. E.ON also responded to the

KGSL is in ongoing liaison with E.ON

statutory consultation in relation to

regarding these matters. The Applicant

the nearby Holford Gas Storage

agreed the proposed road layout with E.ON

Project (HGSP), providing an overview

ahead of statutory consultation.

of the operational assets in the area.
E.ON requests construction and
operation is carried out so that it does
not pose a risk to employees, does
not impact on the business or damage
E.ON’s property. Additional points
include the request for the Applicant
to agree in advance work to be
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carried out on land leased to E.ON
and vehicular access to be controlled
at all times.
Storengy

Prior to and during formal

The Applicant thanks Storengy for its

As a result of feedback provided,

consultation, KGSL was also in

response during the evolution of the Project.

KGSL made modifications to the

discussion with Storengy, the

As a result, Storengy has been incorporated

proposed pipeline locations and

operators of the nearby Stublach Gas

as part of the design of the Project. KGSL has

connections and provided updated

Storage Project (SGSP). KGSL

continued liaison with Storengy following the

drawings for Storengy to review

provided details of the brine, water

updates to proposed infrastructure.

and agree.

and gas pipelines proposed to enter
on to land leased by Storengy. The
design and location of such pipelines
was important given the provision
being made as part of the DCO
application to link the two facilities in
the future. The Consultee provided
several points of feedback on the
proposed design, advising on the
optimum locations for the proposed
pipelines to ensure that the KGSP did
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not disrupt their existing operations.
Scottish Power

KGSL also received a consultation

KGSL responded directly to the request from

Following discussion and as a result

Energy Network

response from Scottish Power Energy

SPEN to confirm the points raised in the

of opinions and advice given by

Networks (SPEN). SPEN highlighted

submission, communicating that KGSL

SPEN, KGSL altered the design so

the presence of a new section of

intended to secure consent for the proposed

that the proposed new section of

overhead cable linking the proposed

works as part of the DCO application and

the 33kV cable to the GPP is in part

infrastructure to an existing 33kV

acknowledging that there is no formal

overhead line and in part buried.

power cable. As this was referenced

agreement in place to date between KGSL

This proposition was then redrawn

in the PEIR as being the responsibility

and SPEN. In addition KGSL had further

and plans were shared with SPEN.

of SPEN, the Consultee requested a

conversations and attended a meeting with

KGSL can commit to continued

response that clarified a number of

the Consultee to discuss the design of the

dialogue with the Consultee

points mainly to acknowledge that

proposal electrical infrastructure and

regarding design matter and

there is no formal agreement in place

connections.

delivery should Development

between SPEN and KGSL; SPEN has

Consent be granted.

not seen proposed design of the
works referred to; SPEN was not
intending to secure consent for the
works; and that it is for PINS to decide
how they want to resolve grid issues.
Cheshire Brine

In its response, the Cheshire Brine

Members of the Project team spoke directly

INOVYN Enterprises has an existing
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Subsidence

Subsidence Compensation Board

with a representative of the Board to discuss

relationship with the Board and

Compensation

raised no objection to the proposals.

the proposed KGSP and answer questions. As already engages regarding ongoing

Board

The Board however confirmed that,

INOVYN Enterprises currently solution mines

activity. The Applicant can commit

upon the description of the proposals,

at the Holford Brinefield, the company is

to continued engagement and

proposed solution mining activity

aware of and fulfils the requirements of the

compliance.

would require registration with the

Board. Should the KGSP be granted

Board as a brine pumper and the

Development Consent, the Applicant will

payment of a levy in accordance with

comply with the requirements set out in the

the Cheshire Brine Pumping Act 1952.

Cheshire Brine Pumping Act.
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Stakeholder Workshop
6.14

The Applicant considered the statutory stage Stakeholder Workshop to be
constructive and valuable with regard to the views expressed. It also provided the
opportunity to address a wide range of questions. The following chart gives an
overview of the points raised and how KGSL has responded and had regard to the
points raised. This feedback was collated in a Meeting Note which can be found in
Annex 19.
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Stakeholder Workshop Overview
Topic of
discussion/feedback


Attendees discussed the
issue of noise from
existing gas compressors
as well as explaining that
those living close to
drilling rigs had
experienced issues with
lights on construction
sites which are
sometimes susceptible
to facing the wrong

Reference

Response

It was clarified that noise disruption is understood to be due mainly to tonal noise.



ES Chapter 9: Noise and Vibration considers the impact of noise on sensitive
receptors during both construction and operation of the proposed KGSP. The

and Vibration


Chapter details mitigation measures and operational practices to reduce noise
impacts, including the use of well-maintained efficient machinery; perimeter

ES Chapter 9: Noise

ES Chapter 26:
Mitigation



Draft CEMP



ES Chapter 7: Geology,

fencing; and the use of mobile screens.
Directional lighting will also be used to limit unwanted light spill, which will be
positioned and angled away from sensitive receptors, such as nearby properties.
The Draft DCO will contain a requirement to obtain the relevant planning
authority’s written approval of a scheme for external lighting and construction
noise requirement prior to the commencement of each stage of development.

direction.


A question was asked

The impact of the proposed development on geology, land and water quality has

about the Cheshire

been considered in depth as part of environmental assessments, including a Flood

irrigation system and the

Risk Assessment. Details of the work done can be found in ES Chapter 7: Geology,

issue over the loss of

Land and Water Quality. It concludes that there will be limited scope for significant

ponds as well as

effects on surface water quality. Several mitigation measures are proposed,

Land and Water Quality


Draft CEMP
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disruption caused to

including the use of construction bunds and temporary site drainage to prevent

local farmers when gates uncontrolled run-off of wastes and liquids. These will be secured via the CEMP.
had been left open



during past projects

With regards to gates being left open in the past, the Applicant has been in

resulting in a mix up of

discussion with tenants regarding access routes and these will be designed with

cattle.

such previous incidents in mind.

The issue of soil and

As noted above, extensive work has been done to assess the likely impact of the

water contamination

proposed development on soil quality and risk of contamination. Assessments

was also raised by

detailed in ES Chapter 7: Geology, Land and Water Quality conclude that there will

attendees.

be no significant effect on the surface water regime, as well as limited scope for



ES Chapter 7: Geology,
Land and Water Quality



Draft CEMP

significant effects on surface water quality. The assessments do however note that
known impacts to soils and surface water will occur, whilst there is the potential for
unknown contaminated soils, for example from farming activities of in-filling of
ponds.
A series of mitigation measures, detailed in ES Chapter 26: Mitigation, are
proposed. These include the avoidance of contaminated land being identified and
avoided; handling and storage of potentially contaminated soils; and the use of
construction bunds and temporary site drainage. Each of these measures will be
secured by the CEMP.
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Attendees asked if there

Drakelow Hall and listed buildings have been identified on the map, showing that

were any issues with the

provisions are in place to ensure that no form of development could take place in

heritage sites.

certain areas including at Drakelow Hall and RAF Cranage. Heritage assets have



ES Chapter 11: Cultural
Heritage

been considered in ES Chapter 11: Cultural Heritage, including the potential
disturbance of currently unknown assets. It is proposed that an archaeological
watching brief will record historic boundaries where these are cut by the proposals
and that groundworks will be supervised by a qualified archaeologist in accordance
with a Written Scheme of Investigation.


Some attendees added

The Applicant welcomes such responses, as the Stakeholder Workshop was

that they had no further

intended to act as a forum to discuss the application and environmental

environmental concerns

assessments and increase knowledge of the preparation of the Application.

in need of clarification
and that they were much
more confident having
listened to the
discussions.


Attendees asked if sound

The Applicant informed participants that it is possible to mitigate noise impacts

proofing was possible at

throughout the design process. This is apparent in ES Chapter 9: Noise and

the gas compressor

Vibration and the proposed measures to lessen the impact of noise at sensitive



ES Chapter 9: Noise
and Vibration



DCO noise limit

123

station and a suggestion

receptors. For example, the GPP will be designed to be non-tonal, whilst lower

was made to have

noise fans have been selected. Measures also include the locating of some

cladding on drilling rigs

equipment within buildings and enclosures.

requirement

and to ensure reputable
drilling companies were

KGSL’s parent company INEOS Enterprise Group Ltd upholds high standards in

used

procurement and, as such, KGSL will have strict criteria for companies to meet to
ensure they are reputable and able to carry out the work whilst keeping disruption
to a minimum.



Attendees were

KGSL notes that it is important to ensure that trees and hedges planted as part of

concerned that planted

the Project are maintained to ensure they achieve the desired effect, both to

trees and hedges around

provide habitats and screening. The Applicant will commit to a five-year

wellheads must be

maintenance programme, to be delivered by a DCO requirement.

maintained through their
lifetime.


Project Team members

Appropriate land drainage consents will be sought prior to construction from the

were asked about the

appropriate authority for work near any watercourse. Construction will not begin

consideration for

until this has been granted by CWCC.



ES Chapter 7: Geology,
Land and Water Quality

existing land drains and
how this will be
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addressed if they are
located on the Project
footprint.


Attendees showed an

It was explained that the aim of the KGSP is to use as much brine as possible to

interest in the technical

meet customer demand but that a guaranteed minimum rate of cavity creation

aspects of brine and

would be required in order to underpin and achieve significant investment in gas

drilling into salt, in

storage. It was explained that the ability to discharge would be solely to achieve a

particular what

minimum rate of cavity creation. The need for brine is market driven and

percentage of brine

dependent on customer demands.

N/A

would need to be
purged.




Attendees were

Attendees were reassured that the HS2 would not affect the development and

interested to discuss

subsidence monitoring was explained. KGSL is aware of the proposals and has

Environmental

whether HS2 would

submitted a response to consultation on the proposals. The timescale for

Assessments.

affect the Project and if

development of the HS2 rail line has not been confirmed, however it will fall after

there would be some

the peak period of construction of the Project, and is likely to be when the Project is

disturbance to the

in its operational phase of gas storage. Therefore, the Project will form part of the

strata. The point was

baseline for the HS2 scheme and will need to be taken into consideration as part of

also raised whether the

the HS2 consenting process. As currently proposed, it does not appear that the HS2

ES Chapter 6: Scope of
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KGSP would have an

route would directly affect, or be directly affected by the Project.

impact on the
subsidence and impact
on the HS2.



The group discussed the

The proposed KGSP will link to existing infrastructure in the vicinity of the proposed N/A

main gas pipeline

site to connect to the NTS. Beyond those shown in the documentation, no further

location and asked

pipelines are being planned as part of this Project.

whether there would be
any more pipelines
installed.






The locations of cavities

An overview of the seismic survey and explanation of the cavity distances was

were discussed, along

given.

Document 8.1, Chapter

with the movement and

It was explained that a seismic survey is needed to establish salt depth (below

4.

proximity of cavities to

grade) and the thickness of the salt layer, as well as ensuring no fault lines are

residential properties

present within a proposed location.

following surveys.

The HSE will require established calculations to be produced and agreed in respect

DCO Project Overview,

to how close cavities/wellheads can be located in respect to existing properties. The
location of the gas storage cavities has been chosen after careful consideration of
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geological constraints of the site, whilst above-ground infrastructure has been
designed to have as little disruption as possible for features, such as hedgerows.



The economic benefits

The economic contribution of the Project to the local and regional economy is

of the Project were

evidenced by the number of jobs that will be created, particularly during the

discussed such as

construction process. It is anticipated that up to 300 jobs during construction and

employment

30 during operation would be created by the KGSP. KGSL is keen to ensure that

opportunities and

individuals and companies within the locality benefit from the proposals and is

apprenticeships.

willing to work with the relevant local authorities and job centres in order to



DCO Project Overview,
Document 8.1

publicise opportunities to a local audience.


Group members asked

KGSL confirmed that they are not a utility supplier and thus would be unable to

whether there was the

provide a gas supply to Byley, this matter should be addressed to the NG.

N/A

possibility of gas supply
in Byley.



A suggestion was made

KGSL welcomes any commercial interest in the Project and has kept a log of those

that local suppliers

with potential interest in contracts or other opportunities during construction.

and/or local farmers

KGSL intends to continue liaison with local landowners, farmers and elected

could be used for

representative as the Application progresses. Any such opportunities could be

moving hedges/trees as

discussed following consideration of the Application.

N/A
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well as a suggestion that
semi-mature trees
should be planted on soil
mounds.


Attendees were

In response to discussions surrounding the depth of the cavities and the distance

•

DCO Project

interested to learn about

from properties it was explained that the sizes of the salt cavities would be mined

Overview, Document

the motivation for the

specifically to allow for gas storage. It was mentioned that cavities stored gas at 30

8.1

Project and whether it was

– 130 barg, with NTS running at typically up to 70 barg.

brine or gas storage.



Discussions were had

The salt beds dip generally from the north east to the south west in this part of the

around the depth of the

Brinefield so the top of the cavities will vary from approximately 500 to 700 metres

cavities and the distance

below surface.

from properties, with

Appropriate separation distances have been included as part of the project design;

other

the wellheads and gas processing plant are at least 240 m from residential

questions including how

properties.

much of the national

The Project will increase the UK’s existing and planned gas storage deliverability by

shortage of gas storage

18.5% and the gas storage inventory by 10%, a significant contribution towards

this Project would fulfill

meeting an acknowledged need. The proposed location for the Project is close to

and whether there

the locations of two previous gas storage projects and in an area where there is an
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would be any extension

ongoing requirement for solution mining to produce brine for customers. As such

of existing infrastructure. there are opportunities to re-use existing assets and new infrastructure can be
added to the existing operating site, minimising both cost to industry and the
environmental impact of providing additional gas storage.
Transport

The transport assessment, carried out as part of the environmental assessments

ES Chapter 12: Traffic and



Traffic management

and featuring as ES Chapter 12: Traffic and Transport, is based on worst case

Transport

was discussed with the

scenario traffic movements. It was stated that there would be on average 30 Heavy

suggestion of

Goods Vehicles (HGVs) in and out per day (resulting in 60 HGV movements). During

implementing a

limited occasions there may be a requirement for an additional 10, two-way vehicle

temporary speed

movements, for example during periods of continual concrete pour.

restriction.


Attendees highlighted

A HGV Routing Plan will be prepared and supported by the CEMP and secured via a ES Chapter 12: Traffic and

the issue of tight bends

Section 106 Agreement. This will be prepared in consultation with the local

on the roads and the

highways authority and will agree measures such as appropriate routes for HGV

need to let road users

vehicles and wheel washing facilities. KGSL advised attendees during the workshop

know that development

that compliance measures, such as a ‘three strikes and out’ rule could be put in

and project work is

place during construction to ensure that contractors stick to designated routes.

Transport

taking place, in order to
avoid any potential
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collisions.


Concern about the
measures in place to
prevent construction
traffic from using
restricted roads was also
raised.



Attendees asked the

It was confirmed that the HSE had been consulted on the Project. KGSL has

KGSL has engaged and

question whether the

worked with the HSE and responded to enquiries regarding pipework associated

worked with the HSE to

HSE had responded to

with the KGSP. Following minor changes, the HSE has confirmed that the KGSP

ensure that the Project

the Project.

would meet the HSE’s ‘do not advise against’ criteria. Following this response, KGSL meets strict criteria.
intends to submit a HSC application for the KGSP for consideration.
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Summary of responses from consultees identified in Section 43 of the Planning
Act

6.15

This section serves to detail the submissions and the Applicant’s responses to
consultees identified in Section 43 of the Planning Act for the purposes of Section
42(1)(b).

6.16

During the consultation, HBC responded to say that the details of the PEIR appeared
to cover the expected issues, acknowledging the need for site investigation data and
further assessment prior to construction, which it expressed a desire to be contained
in the full ES. The response from HBC can be found in Annex 40.

6.17

The Applicant welcomes the response from HBC and notes the comments. Since the
PEIR was published, KGSL has completed a suite of assessments and site
investigations, the outcomes of which are contained in the ES submitted as part of
the DCO application.

6.18

Responses were also submitted by CWCC and CEC. The feedback received and the
Applicant’s response can be found in Table 6.20.

6.19

The Applicant was in regular liaison with CWCC, as the local authority with
jurisdiction over the majority of the Project. This took the form of meetings and
phone conversations, whilst the authority’s primary contact for the application also
attended the Stakeholder Workshop held as part of the Section 42 consultation, a
summary of which has been included earlier in this Chapter.

This continued

engagement helped update the authority on the work being carried out and
informed the formal submission received by the Applicant.
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6.20

Table 6.20 – Consultation responses from local authorities

Consultee

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced the
Project

Cheshire West

Use of salt/brine: Referring to legislation

KGSL responded directly to the

No change. Since the inception of the

and Chester

in the NPPF and policies included in the

local authority with regards to

Project it has been the intention to use

Council

CWCC Local Plan, the authority will make

sustainable use of Cheshire’s salt

as much brine as possible to meet

the provision for a sustainable supply of

reserve. It was explained that the

customer demand, and the Project has

brine and prudent use of natural

aim of the KGSP is to use as much

been designed on this basis.

resources. Proposed discharge of brine

brine as possible to meet customer

is raised by the authority, which asks

demand but that a guaranteed

whether the driver for new solution

minimum rate of cavity creation

mining would be demand for brine or gas would be required in order to
storage. The authority asks for this point

underpin and achieve significant

to be clarified. It is made clear that the

investment in gas storage. It was

council does not necessarily object to the explained that the ability to
proposal on these grounds, but that

discharge would be solely to

further information is required.

achieve a minimum rate of cavity
creation. The need for brine is
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market driven and dependent on
customer demands.
Landscape: The authority asked for

Views expressed regarding the

Further explanatory detail has been

further clarification and information with

assessment of visual impact have

added to the Landscape and Visual

regards to viewpoints of Project. It was

been accommodated and ES

Impact Assessment and additional

added that whilst the drawings provided

Chapter 14: Landscape and Visual

artist’s impression have been prepared

demonstrated visual impact would not

Impact contains further detail. It

for the construction period.

be significant, further montages would

provides information regarding the

help confirm this. The general approach

locations of viewpoints; the

to mitigation was considered

assessment of impact in relation to

appropriate subject to further detail and

other gas storage projects and

further details of the cumulative impact

additional diagrams showing

of the development during construction

predicted views during

and operation were sought.

construction.

Ecology: The authority expresses that

The Applicant has since updated all

Several mitigation measures have been

the methodologies appear to be

ecological surveys and further

proposed, detailed in ES Chapter 26:

appropriate, however reserves

information on the methodologies

Mitigation. For GCN specifically, this will

judgement on ecology aspects pending

and outcomes of assessments can

include reinstatement of habitats post-

the completion of surveys of species

be found in ES Chapter 8: Ecology.

development; the provision of refuges;

including overwintering birds and bats

The Applicant has subsequently

and the restoration of 36 ponds to
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amongst others. Further advice was

submitted a GCN licence to NE, as

improve suitability as breeding sites. The

given regarding surveys of Great Crested

well as a draft Habitats Regulation

GNC Licence application and mitigation

Newt populations, with the assessment

Assessment (HRA). Each concluded will be agreed with NE, whilst some

to be updated to demonstrate further

that there will be no significant

work.

effects experienced.

Highways: Broadly raised no concerns

Impacts on the roads are unlikely

A HGV Routing Plan will identify

regarding the highways network and

to be significant, even at peak

appropriate routes for use by HGVs and

supported the use of the existing exit in

hours. Use of the highway network facilities for wheel-washing. The Routing

principle. Opinion is expressed that HGV

during peak hours will be avoided

Plan will be secure via a Section 106

routing is important and details should

where possible and a CEMP and

agreement.

be included in the submitted CEMP. It

routing agreement will be

is suggested that HGV access should be

produced to manage traffic

restricted during peak hours.

movements.

measures will be secured via the CEMP.

A draft Routing Plan has been
prepared and is attached as an
Annex to ES Chapter 12: Traffic and
Transport. The Applicant has
issued a draft routing obligation,
which has been agreed in principle
with CWCC, CE and HBC.
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Public rights of way: More information

Following the request, a drawing

The diversion will ensure that the right of

is requested on the diversion of a

demonstrating a proposed

way remains accessible throughout the

restricted byway ‘Rudheath No.7’

temporary diversion of the RB7

construction of the Project. The public

including the diversion route, timescales

public right of way was submitted

right of way will be subject to a

of alerting the council and the proposed

to CWCC for consideration. It is

requirement as part of the DCO

surfacing.

anticipated the bridleway will

application.

require temporary diversion during
the construction period for a
period of approximately 48 hours.
Noise: Mitigation measures are broadly

Following the response, the ES

ES Chapter 26: Mitigation details the

considered adequate. Consideration of

Chapter on Noise and Vibration has proposed measures including the use of

construction hours will be important,

been completed. The hours of

quieter rigs, acoustic screening at the

with a request made to restrict activity

construction will be agreed with

source or noise insulation at the nearest

to standard weekly hours and 8am –

CWCC in advance of work

properties. Details will be identified

1pm on Saturdays. The council raises

commencing. If, in exceptional

through the detailed design process,

concerns about noise impacts from 24-

circumstances, it is required to

whilst mitigation will be secured via the

hour drilling during construction,

carry out work outside of these

CEMP.

however reserves judgement until

hours, the manner of the works

further assessments have been carried

will be agreed with the authority

out. The authority calls for more

and limited to activities that do not

135

information to also be made available on

result in significant noise impacts.

operational noise impacts in order to

The Applicant has included further

make a judgement.

details of the noise baseline and
predicted effects in ES Chapter 9:
Noise and Vibration. This provides
detail of mitigation measures to be
delivered where necessary. It is
noted that drilling will temporary
in nature, taking approximately a
month per wellhead.
Other measures will include the
use of low noise equipment,
mobile screens and careful
scheduling of work to reduce
construction noise.

Contaminated land: It is stated that the

With regard to contamination risks, ES Chapter 26: Mitigation notes that

use of the term ‘farming practices’

the use of the term ‘farming

contaminated land will be identified and

should be clarified to provide insight into

practices’ is explained in ES

avoided during excavation, with the

the potential contamination risk, calling

Chapter 7: Geology, Land and

inclusion of bunds, temporary site

for further liaison regarding the presence Water Quality. The Applicant

drainage and sediment traps installed as
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of animal burial sites to influence

explains that whilst there is no

required. Such measures will be secured

practices. The authority adds that

evidence of pond infill with

through the CEMP.

potential for contamination during

potentially contaminating

construction and operation should be

materials, there is a lack of records

addressed and how the Applicant

to refer to. Should this be

intends to address this via land

encountered, construction would

restoration.

cease until mitigation measures
were identified and agreed.

Archaeology: It was considered that the

KGSL has had regard to comments

As a result of submission and

proposed mitigation is sufficient but

made regarding historic hedgerows assessments, KGSL is proposing

called for further attention to be paid to

and is proposing further mitigation

additional mitigation measures. Such

historic hedgerows, with a record to be

measures, documented in ES

measures will secured via the CEMP.

made. It also called for high-visibility

Chapter 11: Cultural Heritage.

sheet fencing to be erected during

KGSL is proposing additional

construction at the moat at Drakelow

mitigation measures. These

Hall Farm.

additional measures include
reinstating lost hedgerow and
carrying out an archaeological
watching brief during the work.
High visibility sheet fencing will
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also be erected during the
construction period at the
boundary of the moat at Drakelow
Farm, whilst monitoring and
recording of historic hedgerow
boundaries will take place. A
Written Scheme of Investigation
will be agreed with EH prior to
commencing work in areas of
archaeological importance.
Geology: The authority declined to

KGSL has consulted with the HSE.

N/A

comment and deferred opinion to the
HSE and British Geological Society.
Cheshire East

Nature Conservation: The authority

The Applicant consulted with and

Full details of the proposed mitigation

Council

noted that the distance to CE’s boundary

has had full regard to comments

measures, including operational

limited potential impacts. The authority

made by NE during the

practices proposed, can be found in ES

noted that NE’s opinion should be

consultation. ES Chapter 8:

Chapter 26: Mitigation. These measures

sought on the potential impacts on

Ecology details the assessments

will be delivered mainly via the CEMP,

specially designated sites and that

undertaken and a range of

with some covered by the DCO

opportunities for biodiversity

proposed mitigation measures to

permission.
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enhancement should be maximised as

maximise biodiversity

part of the design, resulting in habitat

enhancement and limit impacts.

net gain.

Compiled in ES Chapter 26:
Mitigation, measures include
minimising the loss of habitats; full
restoring habitats disturbed during
construction, including hedgerows;
and new planting resulting in net
gain of hedgerow and broad leaved
woodland.

Environmental protection: The

The Applicant has considered

A detailed noise assessment has been

submission stated that noise impacts

comments made in relation to the

submitted, with resulting mitigation

would not be significant provided

types of noise. Whilst it is not

measures proposed and compiled in ES

mitigation measures are in place. The

envisaged that noise from the GPP

Chapter 26: Mitigation. For

opinion is expressed that there was little

will be tonal, it is difficult to prove

construction, this includes the use of low

information relating to noise mitigation

due to the equipment data

noise equipment, mobile screens and

and that further detail on the types of

available at this stage. Mitigation

careful scheduling. Such measures will

noise would be necessary. In addition, it

measures will be agreed prior to

be secured via the CEMP and/or

was stated that no further mitigation

construction with CWCC and CEC.

construction noise requirement.
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measures would be necessary regarding

The plant will be designed either to

the impact of construction traffic on CE’s

be non-tonal or to ensure that

air quality.

equipment noise levels are
reduced to appropriate levels. ES
Chapter 9: Noise and Vibration
features details of how the
mitigation of noise impacts has
been an inherent part of the design
process, for example locating the
loudest noise sources in buildings.

Highways: The submission makes

Comments regarding traffic

ES Chapter details proposed mitigation,

several observations in relation to traffic

impacts have been noted. It is

which consists of a HGV Routing Plan, to

and notes that the submission has been

proposed that routing of HGV

be secured through a Section 106

informed by liaison with CWCC. It

construction traffic is carefully

agreement, which will identify routes

considers that given the period of

controlled by a routing agreement,

appropriate for HGVs and wheel-washing

greatest traffic impact, during

to be agreed with local authorities

facilities.

construction, will be finite, there are no

such as CEC. A HGV routing

significant concerns. It suggests liaison

obligation has been prepared as

with groups such as Middlewich Town

part of draft Section 106

Council and requests construction traffic

agreement, and will be agreed with
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be carefully managed.

both CWCC and CEC.

Flood risk: Notes the Flood Risk

The Applicant has considered in

A package of mitigation measures are

Assessment appears to consider the

detail any water management

proposed as a result of completed

relevant factors and should consider

risks. These, and proposed

assessments and consultation responses,

water management risks from all

mitigation measures to manage

the majority of which will be delivered

sources.

risk such as the use of construction

via the CEMP.

bunds and temporary drainage, are
set out in ES Chapter 7: Geology,
Land and Water Quality. A Flood
Risk Assessment has been
completed, whilst an application to
the EA has been made and
subsequently granted to cross
Puddinglake Brook.
General: The authority acknowledges

KGSL has noted the comments

KGSL has consulted with the Brine

that views expressed at Scoping with

made and had regards to these.

Compensation Board, the outcome of

regard to geological assessments and

which can be viewed in this section.

cumulative impact had been taken on
board and that views of the Brine
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Compensation Board should be sought.
It also provides an update on the
progress of the CE Local Plan and asks
that its policies are regarded during the
Project.
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6.21

Responses from local authorities can be found in Annex 40.

Persons with an interest in the land
6.22

It’s important to note that some of the attendees at the Stakeholder Workshop
(noted earlier in this chapter) can be described as having an interest in the land.

6.23

As set out in the previous Chapter, several methods were used to encourage
feedback from those with an interest in the land and identified in Section 44 of the
Act. Where this feedback was verbal, representatives of the Applicant made a note
of the key feedback received. These responses can be viewed in the Response Chart
(Annex 01).

6.24

Nine people attended the Tenant Farmers’ meeting, an extraordinary meeting called
to discuss the proposed KGSP and consultation. In addition to the information
provided proactively by the Applicant, attendees were also given the chance to ask
questions about the KGSP and provide feedback.

6.25

KGSL found the Tenant Farmers’ meeting to be a useful barometer of the aspects
that were of interest and was pleased to be able to respond to the points raised. The
Applicant has had regard to feedback expressed and verbally responded to the
points raised. KGSL’s response is noted below in Table 6.26.
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Table 6.26 – Consultation feedback received at the Tenant Farmers’ Meeting
Consultee

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced the
Project

Tenant farmers

Interest was shown in the location

The Applicant explained that the KGSP was

KGSL has worked with landowners and

of the wellheads, given some had

not linked to plans by the Oil and Pipelines

been in liaison with tenants throughout

been changed since the non-

Agency (OPA) to remove crude oil from a

development

statutory consultation

former local storage site at Plumley.

application regarding the locations of

It was questioned whether the

Whilst INOVYN Enterprises may operate the

the gas storage cavities and associated

KGSP was linked to proposals to

KSGP, it is too early to confirm whether the

infrastructure.

extract crude oil locally.

KGSP operation would involve a third party.

Attendees also asked about the

The Applicant explained the provision being

INEOS Enterprises structure and

made for brine discharge and the context,

asked whether INEOS would

in particular that as much brine as possible

operate the facility on completion.

would be supplied to brine customers for

Participants questioned why a

use. It is anticipated that brine discharge

discharge pipe at Runcorn featured

would be much less than a third.

as part of the development.

With regards to shale gas, the Applicant

It was asked whether the brine

responded that it would be difficult to

discharge limit of a third applied to

assess the impact on the need for gas

KGSP.

storage, given the industry has yet to

of

the

KGSP

DCO
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One attendee asked if fracking

establish in the UK.

went ahead in the UK if this would

The Applicant is only applying to store gas

have an effect on gas storage.

in newly created cavities and is not seeking

One tenant enquired whether

to use existing cavities.

cavities on his farm would ever be

With regard to specific locations of cavities,

used for gas storage.

assessments have been carried out as part

An attendee asked specifically

of the ES into the need for construction

about a cavity proposed for their

drains. Further information can be found in

farm, saying it was proposed for a

ES Chapter 7: Geology, Land and Water

wet area of land.

Quality.

Questions were asked about how

The construction roads are proposed to be

the new roads would be built and

tarmac and a one-way routing system is

whether they would be one-way.

being proposed, this has been developed

One attendee asked about the

taking account of feedback to previous gas

proposed surface of the roads.

storage schemes.

It was asked whether it was

Responding to the point regarding the

possible for the solution mining

solution mining compound, the Applicant

compound to be shared with

expressed that whilst possible in theory,

Storengy.

however it was not suitable in this case due

An attendee asked about proposed

to the distance between the projects, the
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shift changes during the night.

overlap in solution mining programmes and

A tenant asked whether there

the need for new pipes, therefore a new

would be security on the drive.

compound is being proposed.

An attendee asked about the status

Changes to shift patterns at INOVYN

of a local property within the main

Enterprises’ Brine and Water operations at

assessment area, in particular

Holford are not related to KGSP.

whether it had been sold.

Procedures will be in place to ensure the
site is safe and secure during construction
and operation; however the detail of the
measures will be determined at a later date.
KGSL was unaware of the sale of a local
property.
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6.27

KGSL offered to meet with those with an interest in the land to discuss the Project.
The Applicant also received formal submissions from representatives acting on
behalf of four landowners. Responding via the statutory consultation feedback form
format, the main points and KGSL’s response is noted below in Table 6.28.
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6.28

Table 6.28 – Consultation responses received on behalf of landowners

Consultee

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced the Project

Representative

An awareness of the need

KGSL has subsequently updated its LVIA

The Applicant has taken an inclusive and

of landowners

for mitigation against visual and submitted a robust assessment of

proactive approach to consultation and has been

impact was made however

the likely visual impacts of the KGSP as

in direct contact with the landowners since the

opinions were expressed

part of the ES. This includes further

launch of the KGSP. Whilst it notes concerns

about lack of detail

artist’s impressions of the likely views

about the lack of environmental information,

provided on this matter.

during construction and details a range

KGSL sought to provide as much information as

Concerns were raised

of proposed mitigation measures that

possible as it emerged. The assessments, surveys

about the proposed

have been factored into the

and amount of pre-application work undertaken

crossing point at Yatehouse

assessment. Measures include the

were extensive and communicated to consultees

Lane due to poor visibility,

creation of bunding, hedgerow planting

where possible throughout non-statutory and

noting that vehicles will not

and the use of appropriate materials

statutory consultation periods, as well as during

use Yatehouse Lane in

during construction of buildings

the interim.

connection with the

amongst others. Further information

A detailed response can be found in Annex 41.

scheme.

can be found in ES Chapter 14:

Concerns were also

Landscape and Visual Impact

expressed regarding the

Assessment.

amount of land proposed

KGSL has carefully considered the
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for use during and post

impact on farming practices as part of

construction and the

the submitted ES. Details of the

potential impact on

consideration given to these matters

farming practices, with the

can be found in ES Chapter 13: Socio-

lack of similar available

Economic Characteristics. Whilst it is

land locally.

unlikely that the presence of access

Views were expressed

roads and construction activity will

about limited information

exclude livestock, for example, from

provided on environmental

large areas of land for long periods, it is

impacts.

recognised that there will be periods of

Concerns were expressed

inconvenience during construction.

about lack of forthcoming

KGSL is currently engaging in

information prior to

compensation negotiations with

statutory consultation.

affected parties.
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6.29

KGSL notes the comments submitted as part of statutory consultation on the
proposed KGSP. The Applicant has been in frequent contact with the above persons
with an interest in the land between March 2014 and January 2015, having logged a
diary of contact which features emails, phone conversations and in some cases faceto-face meetings.

During correspondence over this 10-month period, topics

discussed have included materials of a commercially sensitive nature as well as
operational updates including seeking access to land to carry out surveys. This has
been supported with ongoing information and discussion regarding the proposed
KGSP and the likely impacts on the above properties.

6.30

The above consultation responses can be found in Annex 41.

6.31

One landowner submitted a consultation response to object to the proposed
development, raising several points which are summarised below which, alongside
KGSL’s response in Table 6.32.
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6.32

Table 6.32 – Consultation response from landowner

Consultee

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced the
Project

Landowner

It was stated that it was

KGSL has selected the proposed wellhead and

KGSL has taken on board views expressed

difficult to firmly grasp the

cavity locations on the basis of detailed seismic

regarding

potential environmental

surveys, details of which can be found in ES

modifications to the road layout that would

impacts due to uncertainty

Chapter 7: Geology, Land and Water Quality.

be in the vicinity of the Consultee’s

regarding phasing and

The Applicant has also consulted with

property.

delivery of infrastructure.

landowners regarding the micro-siting of

construction roads can be found in ES

Lack of information

wellhead compounds and in some instances

Chapter 12: Traffic and Transport and a

regarding impacts of

made modifications to the proposed orientation

draft HGV Routing Plan, which is Annex 12A

proposed cavities on

of the compounds.

to the ES.

farming practices were

In addition, the location of construction roads

expressed along with

was further discussed with the Consultee, with

concerns over impact of

alternative proposals put forward and drawings

construction on grazing

provided. Whilst it is unlikely that construction

livestock, such as noise.

activity will exclude livestock from large areas for

The landowner expressed

long periods, it is recognised that during

views on disruption to

construction there will be periods of

routing

and

has

proposed

Further details of use of the
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access during the

inconvenience, which are being considered

construction of the access

through compensation negotiations between

road and potential impact

KGSL and affected parties.

on health and productivity

ES Chapter 9: Noise and Vibration considers any

of livestock.

effects due to noise and vibration from

Requests for further

construction operation and decommissioning of

information regarding

the KGSP. It considers a range of potential

noise assessments were

sources including noise from plant during

made and conclusions

construction, drilling, traffic and 24-hour

related to predicted noise

operation of the facility once operational. The

levels made in the PEIR, as

potential for noise is assessed on a worst case

well as a note regarding the scenario basis. Detailed responses to
potential for intrusion on

consultation enquiries regarding noise can be

the farm property due to

found in ES Chapter 9, including responses on

wellhead lights during

hours of construction being agreed with CWCC,

construction.

outline mitigation measures and outcomes of

It was stated that further

assessment conclusions. Mitigation measures,

information on the use of

to be agreed with CWCC, include use of low

construction roads is

noise equipment and consideration of noise

required to provide a full

screening have been identified by the Noise
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assessment of

Assessment.

environmental impacts.

As detailed in ES Chapter 13: Socio-economic

Disagreement was

Characteristics, the assessment considers

expressed regarding

potential environmental effects which could

conclusions relating to

arise from both construction and operation of

socio-economic impacts on

the proposed KGSP. Direct impacts on crops and

the agricultural business.

livestock within development areas will be
mitigated through compensation arrangements
agreed with the relevant affected parties.
Cumulative effects have also been considered
and it is concluded that there will not be
significant effects as a result of cumulative
schemes.
With regard to comments expressed about
traffic and transport, full details of the proposed
arrangements, predicted vehicle movements,
access arrangements and routes can be found in
ES Chapter 12: Traffic and Transport. ES Chapter
10: Air Quality also considers potential effects on
of the KGSP due to additional traffic generated
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during construction and operation.
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6.33

The Applicant has been in frequent contact with persons with an interest in the land
between March 2014 and January 2015, having logged a diary of contact which
features emails, phone conversations and face-to-face meetings. As is the case with
the above, topics discussed have included matters of a commercially sensitive nature
as well as operational updates including seeking access to land to carry out surveys.
This has been supported with ongoing information and discussion regarding the
proposed KGSP and the likely potential impacts on the property and associated
business. The above consultation response can be viewed in Annex 41.

6.34

Further conversations were had with Section 44 consultees, including face-to-face
meetings with existing landowners. Points raised during a meeting with one tenant
farmer included several suggestions based on experience of other gas storage
schemes in the area. The points and KGSL’s response are summarised in the below
Table 6.35.
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6.35

Table 6.35 – Comments made by landowner

Consultee

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced
the Project

Tenant Farmer

Feedback provided by one tenant farmer

A KGSL representative responded directly

KGSL has taken on board the

included: dissatisfaction over non-

to each of the points raised during the

feedback from the tenant farmer,

payment of compensation; the way in

face-to-face meeting with the existing

with

which soil is stripped from the land; less-

tenant, who wanted to raise points about

identified in the CEMP and impact

intrusive ways of digging trenches; the

operational practices in order to reduce

on the land and soil considered in

notice given in advance of pressure

impact on the local area. KGSL confirmed

ES Chapter 7. KGSL will continue to

testing; the installation of drains. The

that it had learnt from experience with

liaise with tenant farmers and

stakeholder highlighted that they were

regards to compensation payments and a

landowners

not objecting to KGSP but that they

new agent had been appointed for the

community channels.

wanted lessons to be learned from

KGSP. With regards to stripping of land

provide

previous projects.

and soil movement, KGSL agrees that land

construction

should be sprayed to suppress weeds. To

practices to be discussed and

support the Application, a Soil

addressed where necessary.

operational

a

practices

through

forum
and

exiting
This will
for

such

operational

Management Plan will be created and
agreed, the objective of which will be to
preserve and re-use the soils during
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decommissioning to return the land to
agricultural use of equivalent quality.
Business owner

KGSL also received an enquiry from a

Other operational points were responded

nearby business also required to hold a

to, with KGSL noting that points for

COMAH license, asking for an update on

farmers to cross construction roads would

the KGSP and the progress of the

be agreed with contractors prior to work

COMAH license.

starting. A CEMP, a draft of which has
been prepared as part of the DCO
application, will also be created outlining
best operational practices to limit impact
on the surrounding area. Information of
how KGSL has considered impact on
flooding and drainage can be found in ES
Chapter 7: Geology Land and Water, which
considers the risk of impact on surface
water quality and levels.

Landowner

The Applicant was also approached at

KGSL addressed the point regarding

No change to the KGSP.

KGSL

one of the Information Days by a person

depressions on land at the Holford

responded on the matter directly

whose land was within the application

Brinefield. The Applicant explained the

to the consultee.

boundary, but was not the proposed

background to solution mining and gas
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location for a gas cavity or construction

storage in the area, providing information

road. The Consultee enquired about

on the measures in place to monitor and

depressions in fields near their property

survey ground movement. KGSL made it

and close to an existing gas storage

clear that, whilst the depressions were not

cavity.

connected to the proposed KGSP,
surveyors associated with the
development had surveyed the land and
identified the depressions. KGSL stated
that the nature of subsidence noted was
not in line with solution mining, but that
the Project team had reviewed historical
maps that showed a wet marshy area and
pond where the subsidence had occurred
and that this was likely to the cause.
The proposed gas storage facility will have
to meet safety standards that are amongst
some of the most stringent in the world
and the site will be required to meet
standards governed by the Control of
Major Accident Hazards (COMAH)
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Regulations 1999.
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6.36

KGSL has had regard to the opinions expressed by persons with an interest in the
land, in some cases communicated by agents on behalf of the respondents. The
above consultation responses can be found in Annex 41.

6.37

In September 2015, the Applicant carried out an additional period of limited
statutory consultation with those identified in Section 42 (1)(d) of the Act. This
followed further diligent inquiry into those with a potential interest in the land and
reduction in the DCO order limits.

6.38

KGSL considered each of the responses received and, where necessary, responded to
consultees who had submitted a response containing specific questions about the
proposed KGSP.

A summary of the consultation responses received and the

Applicant’s response can be viewed in below Table 6.39.
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6.39

Table 6.40 – Consultation responses to additional limited statutory consultation
Consultee

Feedback

Applicant response

How

the

feedback

has

influenced the Project
The

Carter Jonas LLP responded on behalf of the

Following an initial telephone conversation,

Following the response, Carter

Crown

Crown Estate. The consultee sought to

KGSL, further details were issued to the

Jonas confirmed that there is no

Estate

establish whether there existing any Crown

consultee, in particular the title references that

Crown Estate owned property

Estate-owned properties within the KGSP

demonstrated the Crown Estate may have a

within the Order Limits.

Order Limits.

potential interest in the land. It was also
explained that a safeguarding provision for the
Crown had been included in the draft DCO.

Mexichem Mexichem Fluor responded to confirm that

KGSL is not intending to make any changes to

The Applicant does not intend to

Fluor

the company had an interested in the

discharges from the Runcorn site to the Weston

impact on discharges into the

Project, in particular the development and

Canal as part of the KGSP. As such, there will be Weston Canal, with proposed

usage at Runcorn. The consultee noted the

no impact on the flows along the canal to the

brine

existence of other effluent outfall discharge

River Weaver as a result. Proposed

Manchester Ship Canal.

at the Weston Canal. It was asked whether

infrastructure at Runcorn features a new brine

brine discharge would have any impact on

outfall into the Manchester Ship Canal, via a

the flows along the Weston Canal towards

new pipebridge.

discharge

into

the

the estuary, and whether this would
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materially affect any future discharge limits
for other users.
Akzo

The consultee confirmed the company as an

KGSL notes the comments and will ensure that

KGSL

produced

a

diagram

Nobel UK

interested party and asked to be kept

the consultee is kept updated as an interested

showing proposed cavities in

informed about the Application. KGSL was

party. In response, KGSL provided a diagram

relation to existing boreholes at

asked to provide guidance on the locations of

(Annex 42) demonstrating the location of the

the Holford Brinefield, providing

existing boreholes/cavities in relation to the

proposed new KGSP cavities in relation to

further illustrative information.

proposed new cavities associated with the

existing gas storage cavities and boreholes

KGSP. The consultee raised the point that,

across the Holford Brinefield. The Applicant

historically, some cavities were used to store

explained that the closest cavities to the KGSP

residues and that this should be taken into

development area are those currently used for

account when preparing details plans.

gas cavities. The response referenced the
enclosed diagram to demonstrate that the
proposed cavities are not in close proximity to
the existing residue boreholes, to the north of
the Holford Brinefield.

E.ON

E.ON also responded a similar consultation

KGSL thanks E.ON for its continued engagement The

Project

and

associated

response to that submitted during the

regarding the Application and KGSL intends to

infrastructure was shaped as a

previous statutory consultation period, in

continue discussion over this matter as the

result of liaison with E.ON. This

particular in relation nearby HGSP. The

Application progresses. The Applicant notes

includes changes to the proposed
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response provided an overview of the

that measures will need to be agreed for the

road layouts. KGSL will continue

operational assets in the area, the necessity

maintenance of existing roads, new roads and

to engage with E.ON to agree

for COMAH notification and operational

pipelines on the HGSP leased area.

maintenance

requests such as the timing of security

KGSL is in ongoing liaison with E.ON regarding

pipelines on the HGSP area.

arrangements.

these matters.

National

The consultee submitted a response that it

KGSL notes the points raised by NG and the

KGSL

Grid

noted was largely based on the previous

advice given regarding protecting existing

acknowledgment of receipt of

consultation submission. The response

infrastructure and assets during construction

details

outlined the company’s overground and

and operation. As stated in the previous

provisions and that NG intends to

underground transmission assets in the area,

response to NG, KGSL is aware of the locations

progress this. The Applicant has

the need for full access and safe statutory

of grid infrastructure and will ensure that, prior

agreed a connection location to

clearance areas.

to construction commencing, NG is fully

the National Transmission System

Several advice points are noted in relation to

consulted on the approach and that proposed

with NG and will ensure to work

crossings of pipelines, such as construction

protective measures are agreed.

with

traffic only crossing at agreed locations; for

of

roads

welcomes

regarding

the

and

NG’s

protective

consultee

as

the

Application progresses.

pipelines to be protected by rafts to be
agreed with NG; and other protective
measures to be agreed with NG.
Mr and

Pinsent Masons responded on behalf of Mr

KGSL notes the points raised in the consultation

In

addition

to

a

detailed

Mrs

and Mrs Wildman of Cross Lanes Farm. The

responses submitted to date. KGSL issued the

consultation response, KGSL also
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Wildman

consultee responded to state that previous

detailed response provide to the consultees

provided

Draft

Land

Plans;

consultation responses had been submitted,

original comments on the Application. The

extracts from the Draft Book of

setting out objections to the Project. It was

detailed response is summarised in the

Reference and; Draft Works Plans

expressed that the responses received were

landowner section of this chapter.

to aid understanding of the

not deemed satisfactory and that the

Project.

concerns raised still stood.

Responses and outcomes from
engagement are noted in Table
6.32 of this document.

Mrs

Mrs Moore responded to the consultation to

KGSL responded to confirm that the

Moore

clarify whether Information Days were being

Information Days publicised in the KGSP

held as part of the additional statutory

newsletter were those held in 2014 and that

consultation.

events were not being held as part of the

No change required.

additional limited statutory consultation. It was
explained that the newsletter had been
enclosed to ensure that those with a potential
interest in the land were in receipt of original
consultation material, which outlines the
Project in a more accessible format.
Mrs

Wright Marshall Chartered Surveyors

KGSL acknowledges the response and that no

Negotiations are ongoing and will

Rigden

responded on behalf a mineral owner at the

development shall take place without an

be

finalised

prior

to

any
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Main Development Area. The response

agreement being reached with the mineral

states that such development should not

owner.

development taking place.

take place without the owner’s consent, and
that formal agreement has yet to be reached.
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6.40

The Applicant has taken a diligent approach to ensuring that all those with an
interest in the land had an opportunity to respond to the consultation. The above
responses can be found in Annex 43.

Summary of responses under Section 47 of the Planning Act
6.41

This section of the Report outlines the responses the Applicant received as a result of
consultation with those identified in Section 47 of the Act. Chapter 4 of this Report
sets out how the Applicant publicised the details of the Consultation, encouraged
participation and the methods by which participants could submit their views.

6.42

Section 49(2) of the Act requires the Applicant to have regard to consultation
responses as a result of Section 47 consultation.

6.43

Details of how the Applicant has carried out formal consultation under Section 47 of
the Planning Act can be found in Chapter 5 of this report, ‘Statutory Consultation’.
The main methods via which responses were received are as follows:


Feedback forms available at consultation events and to complete online



Emails to the dedicated Project email address



Letters to the Freepost address/Project Team

General information collected from feedback forms
6.44

As detailed in Chapter 5 of this Report, feedback forms were a key technique used to
capture feedback throughout formal consultation. As well as seeking responses on
specific aspects of the Project, the forms also asked questions that would provide a
context to feedback expressed, in particular how effective participants considered
the methods to be.

6.45

In response to the first question ‘Did you attend an Information Day?’, 20 of the 24
respondents said that they had attended, with four stating they had not.
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6.46

In response to the question regarding which event they attended, the responses
from those who answered were as follows:


Lostock – 14th October: 4 respondents



Byley – 16th October: 3 respondents



Lach Dennis – 20th October: 4 respondents



Whitley – 21st October: 2 respondents



Runcorn – 23rd October: 4 respondents

Series1, Lach
Dennis, 4

Series1,
Runcorn, 4

Series1, Byley, 3

Series1,
Whitley, 2

6.47

In response to the question ‘How did you find out about KGSP and the
consultation?’, the responses were as follows:


Newspaper article – 2 respondents



Word of mouth – 2 respondents



Newspaper advert – 5 respondents



Newsletter – 4 respondents



Online – 3 respondents



Other – 7 respondents (specified as letters, emails and a notice in a shop
window)
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Series1, Other ,
7
Series1,
Newspaper
advert, 5
Series1,
Newsletter , 4
Series1, Online,
3

Series1,
Newspaper Series1, Word
of mouth, 2
article, 2

6.48

In

response to the question ‘Did you find the Information Day useful?’, the

responses were as follows:


Very Useful – 8 respondents



Useful – 11 respondents



Not useful – 4 respondents

Series1, Useful,
11

Series1, Very
useful, 8

Series1, Not
useful, 4
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6.49

It should be noted that the four respondents who selected ‘not useful’ to the above
question each selected that they had not attended an Information Day.

6.50

The above results show that 100% of those who attended the Information Days
found the events to be either ‘Very Useful’ or ‘Useful’, with only those who did not
attend selecting ‘Not Useful’.

6.51

A total of 15 people said they wanted to be kept up to date via email, with one
person selecting that they wanted to be updated via post in the future.

6.52

Whilst the above submissions do not warrant an explicit response per se from the
Applicant, KGSL thanks participants for taking the time to provide such information
and welcomes positive responses on questions regarding the usefulness of
consultation events.

6.53

KGSL will endeavour to keep participants updated around submission of the
Application via the preferred methods selected.

Feedback from elected representatives
6.54

The Rt Hon George Osborne MP responded to consultation material issued upon
launch. He thanked the Project team for keeping him informed and asked that the
Applicant engage with the local community to respond to any points or concerns
raised.

6.55

Following the correspondence, KGSL contacted Mr Osborne’s office with the aim of
understanding whether he required any further information on the statutory
consultation, particularly the proposed communication under Section 47 of the Act.
The Applicant explained that a programme of community consultation had been
agreed with the local authorities and the approach had been published in the SoCC,
detailing some of the techniques proposed including public information days,
website and contact channels. KGSL has had regard to the request and details of
how the Applicant has carried out comprehensive consultation are contained in this
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Report.

The Applicant thanks Mr Osborne for his interest and will continue to

provide updates as the proposal progresses.

6.56

Fiona Bruce, MP for Congleton, also thanked the Project team for statutory
consultation material, advising that although she was unavailable to attend one of
the information days, she would send a representative.

6.57

KGSL thanked Ms Bruce for responding to the consultation material. Members of
the Project team met and discussed the KGSP with Ms Bruce’s representative during
the exhibition at the Whitley Village Hall.

Feedback on key aspects of the KGSP
6.58

This section of the Report considers responses received via all of the communication
channels, including feedback form and email. Responses have been categorised on
the basis of the aspect of the Project/assessments concerned. As such, several
comments made by individuals may not be grouped together and may be split across
several of the following subsections.

Submissions related to traffic and transport
6.59

Traffic and transport was a key topic of interest amongst Section 47 consultees. A
question specifically relating to traffic and mitigation measures was included on the
statutory consultation feedback form following interest during the non-statutory
phase.

6.60

Individual comments were made in response to the designated question and across
other contact channels.

A summary of these comments can be found in the

Response Chart (Annex 01) and Table 6.61 below.
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6.61

Table 6.61 – Consultation responses on traffic and transport

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced the
Project

Consideration should be given to

The Applicant has carefully considered the effects on

KGSL has incorporated a robust set of

wildlife species when removing hedges

species associated with the removal of hedgerows,

mitigation

to increase visibility on roads

including bats and birds. ES Chapter 8: Ecology details the practices following a detailed assessment of

surrounding the site.

species surveyed as part of the assessment and proposed

transport associate with the proposed

mitigation measures to ensure there are no adverse

development.

Some respondents expressed that they

effects. Whilst there will be hedgerow loss associated

Feedback regarding routing of vehicles

did not have concerns about the

with the KGSP, planting associated with new

expressed during previous gas projects as

proposed traffic arrangements, as a

infrastructure and as mitigation for hedgerow loss will

well

long traffic was not routed via Byley

result in a net increase in hedgerow.

influenced the proposed traffic routes,

village.

as

measures

the

KGSP

and

operational

consultation

has

which will form part of the Local Travel
The Applicant will draw up a Construction Environmental

Plan,

to

Minor concerns were raised regarding

Management Plan (CEMP), in consultation with CWCC

authorities.

Marsh Lane, Whitley, due to the

and NE, and restoration of habitat will be carried out in

narrow nature of the lane and use by

accordance with this plan.

be

agreed

with

the

local

motorcyclists, including the speed of
vehicles using the route.

The Applicant gained much feedback during both non-
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statutory and statutory consultation with regard to traffic
Concerns were raised about HS2

routing, associated with the KGSP and previous gas

construction closures diverting traffic

storage projects in the area. As communicated during the

to the B502 Penny Lane, which is

consultation, no minor roads will be used by construction

described as experiencing an increase

traffic to gain entry or exit to the KGSP. All access is

in traffic as a result of other diversions.

proposed via the existing priority junction to the A530
King Street, avoiding traffic through the village of Byley.

Desires were expressed that there

This will be controlled via a HGV Routing Plan in

should not be an increase in traffic on

consultation with the local authority.

non-A roads in the Lach Dennis and
Lostock Green areas.

KGSL has considered the nature of Marsh Lane and traffic
associated with the proposed KGSP and refurbishment of

Expression of opinion that a ‘well

the Whitley Pumping Station. On a small number of

designed’ traffic management plan will

occasions there will be a requirement for HGV deliveries,

prove to be ‘acceptable to all parties’.

with traffic likely to vary between zero and 1 to 2 two way
movements.

Several comments from participants
who said they did not have concerns

In order to gain an accurate reflection of the likely traffic

about the level of the traffic and that

impacts, KGSL assessed the predicted vehicle movements

the proposed routes could cope with

against existing baseline traffic movements. ES Chapter
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the increase (based on precedents set

12: Traffic and Transport details how worst-case scenario

by previous gas storage projects) and

figures have been used to demonstrate the potential

the desire for operational practices to

traffic impacts, however the impacts of the highway

be adhered to.

network will be negligible. Any future development
proposals would be required to take account of baseline
vehicle movements.

Whilst vehicles associated with the KGSP will use both A
and B roads that connect the site to the surrounding
towns and motorways, appropriate routing for HGVs will
be identified in a Routing Plan, to be agreed with the local
highways authorities. A draft Routing Plan is included as
an Annex to Chapter 12: Traffic and Transport.

KGSL notes supportive comments relating to use of the
highway network and proposed routing strategy.
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Submissions related to visual impact

6.62

The visual impact of how the KGSP will look from the surrounding area and proposed
mitigation was also an area of interest for community consultees, who provided
consultation submissions on this aspect of the application. Individual comments
were made in response to questionnaires and across other contact channels. A log
of the comments made can be found in the Response Chart (Annex 01) and Table
6.63 below.
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6.63

Table 6.63 – Feedback received relating to visual impact

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced the
Project

Several submissions made reference to

KGSL notes positive feedback on predicted visual impact of the

KGSL has had regard to the feedback

the consultation materials provided

KGSP and proposed mitigation. ES Chapter 14: Landscape and

expressed regarding visual impact.

and artist’s impressions produced. The Visual Impact details the assessments carried out and a series

The Applicant was keen to provide as

majority of views submitted by Section

of proposed mitigation measures to reduce visual impact.

accurate representation as possible of

47 consultees were that visual impact

These include limiting land clearance, angling lights away from

views of the Project and welcomed

would be low and that appropriate

local properties, installing fencing, planting of trees and

feedback on the subject. ES Chapter

measures would be mitigated. One

hedgerows and introducing bunding around infrastructure such

14 sets out a series of mitigation

respondent drew comparisons to the

as the Gas Processing Plant. Further mitigation measures

measures that will reduce visual

Storengy gas storage project, stating

proposed for construction and operation can found in the ES.

impact.

that if a similar approach is taken the
result should be acceptable.

The

Applicant,

in

response

to

The Applicant has fully considered the visual impact of the

feedback on the pipebridge design,

proposed pipe bridge at Runcorn and notes the comments

had further discussions with the Canal

Numerous points were raised

made regarding design and visual impact. The visual

and River Trust to seek opinion on the

regarding the design of the pipe bridge

assessment undertaken has considered views of the bridge

preferred design and treatment.

proposed at Runcorn, with concerns

from likely locations, such as the view from water users of the

expressed that the infrastructure could

Weston Canal. Given water users would be temporary – or
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‘damage the appeal’ of the area for

transient – and that the pipe bridge will set against an existing

proposed tourism projects such as re-

industrial context, it is not considered that the bridge will have

opening the canal ring for leisure craft.

significant impact.

The submission suggested a more
sympathetic crossing, suggesting

As part of the design process, the Applicant considered

trenching, tunnelling or other means.

numerous alternatives to the pipe bridge, however options

Further submissions from this

such as tunnelling present significant environmental, safety and

community consultee requested a

economic challenges. This has been noted as a result of

more creative design for the pipe

consultation with the Canal and River Trust.

bridge to be explored.
The KGSP will have an operational life of up to 50 years.
However, the Runcorn Outfall for brine discharge will only be
required during the period of solution mining, which will be
completed in around year 10 of the Project life. Such
decommissioning details will be considered at the appropriate
time. Further information about the assessments can be found
in ES Chapter 24: Landscape and Visual Impact at Runcorn.
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Submissions related to socio-economic factors
6.64

The socio-economic impacts of the KGSP, both positive and negative, were raised by
those who contacted the Applicant during statutory consultation.

Individual

comments were also made across the contact channels. A log of the comments
made can be found in the Response Chart (Annex 01) and Table 6.65 below.
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6.65

Table 6.65 – Feedback regarding socio-economic factors

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced the
Project

One submission said it was positive

KGSL welcomes the positive interest in the supply chain

KGSL has welcomed all interest in

that the brine removed during the

and employment opportunities associated with the KGSP.

potential socio economic benefits that

creation of cavities would be used.

The KGSP would create an estimated 30 Full Time

could be reaped from the Project.

In

Equivalent (FTE) new jobs during operation and around 300 response, the Project team has compiled
Other submissions said that it was

at the peak of construction.

an internal log of those who have

‘good to see money being spent

expressed

locally’, welcoming investment into the Assessments undertaken by the Applicant conclude that,

employment

area, suggesting that the use of local

whilst there will be a small impact due to the diversion of

opportunities.

labour and contractors would

public rights of way during the construction phase if

The Community Benefit Fund has also

contribute to the ‘local spend’.

necessary, overall, the construction of the Project is

been raised from £20,000 to £30,000

expected to have a negligible impact on tourism or leisure,

following feedback.

amenity and leisure related businesses.

KGSL also presented to the Halton

Some responses expressed doubt that
local people would benefit from the

an

interest
or

in

supply

potential
chain

Chamber of Commerce to introduce the

job opportunities, suggesting that a

KGSL responded to those who expressed an interest in jobs

Project and encourage interest from the

small number of operating jobs would

created by the KGSP advising that, although it was too early regional business community.
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be positive.

to advertise positions, the Applicant welcomed interest. As
a result of consultation, KGSL has established an Expression

One submission suggested a donation

of Interest Register for those interested in employment

to the ‘village’ each year.

opportunities.

Others expressed that the Project

A Construction Method Statement and /or Sustainable

would be good for the region and

Procurement Policy will be developed and agreed with the

encourage other entities to consider

contractor, which will incorporate local procurement

future investment in the region.

procedures. A register will be created so that companies
and individuals can express their interest in tendering for

A submission referenced plans to

work. The lead contractor will be expected to appoint

connect the Bridgewater Canal and

subcontractors through the register.

Manchester Ship Canal, resulting in a
‘canal ring’ for leisure craft. Concern

KGSL notes and encourages interest in the supply chain

was expressed that the Runcorn pipe

opportunities during construction and operation and, as a

bridge could be of detriment to such

result, has set up an Expression of Interest Register for

plans due to a further industrialisation

those who have been early to enquire about the Project.

of the area.

This register will be kept on file and considered at the
appropriate time. Further details of how KGSL has

The Applicant had numerous

considered the socio-economic impacts of the KGSP can be
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conversations with those interested in

found in ES Chapter 13: Socio-Economic Characteristics.

the supply chain opportunities to be
created by the KGSP. Multiple

Following feedback during statutory consultation, KGSL has

expressions of interest were also

increased the amount it intends to make available to local

received from companies regarding

community projects during construction. The proposed

supplying materials and services to

payment has been raised from £20,000 to £30,000 per year

KGSL.

of construction.

Four submissions requested
information about employment
opportunities to be created by the
KGSP, following which CVs were also
submitted to the Applicant.

One response noted that the KGSP will
help keep jobs in the area as a similar
project is completed.
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Submissions related to noise
6.66

Noise associated with the construction and operation of the KGSP was raised by
some participants during the formal consultation stage. Individual comments were
related to this topic from the contact channels. A log of the comments made can be
found in the Response Chart (Annex 01) and Table 6.67 below.
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6.67

Table 6.67 – Consultation feedback regarding noise

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced
the Project

Some respondents to the feedback forms said

ES Chapter 9: Noise and Vibration considers

Noise has been robustly assessed

they did not have comments to make about

any effects due to noise and vibration from

within the ES and mitigation

noise, with others stating appropriate

construction operation and decommissioning

measures will be agreed with

management controls should minimise impacts

of the KGSP. It considers a range of potential

CWCC.

to acceptable levels.

sources including noise from plant during
construction, drilling, traffic and 24-hour

One submission stated that the noise ‘must be

operation of the facility once operational. The

controlled within reason’, whilst another stated

potential for noise is assessed on a worst case

that noise would likely be a concern to residents

scenario basis. Detailed responses to
consultation enquiries regarding noise can be
found in ES Chapter 9, including responses on
hours of construction being agreed with
CWCC, outline mitigation measures and
outcomes of assessment conclusions.
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Mitigation measures, to be agreed with CWCC,
include use of low noise equipment and
consideration of noise screening have been
identified by the Noise Assessment.
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Submissions related to geology and water
6.68

Feedback and questions surrounding geology and water were submitted during
statutory consultation on the application. Individual comments could be attributed
to this topic from the contact channels. A log of the comments made can be found
in the Response Chart (Annex 01) or in Table 6.69 below.
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6.69

Table 6.69 – Consultation feedback regarding geology and water

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced the
Project

An update was requested on the issue

Although the issue of a permissive path at the Holford

KGSL

has

communicated

and

of a permissive path at the Holford

Brinefield was not related to the KGSP, the Applicant

demonstrated its detailed understanding

Brinefield.

provided a written update on the issue which was

of the geology of the area and

subsequently published in the Gossip on the Green

demonstrable experience of operating

A question was raised relating to the

(recently renamed Village Links) local community

within the Holford Brinefield.

proposed HS2 high speed rail project,

magazine.

with the Consultee asking whether this
would increase the risk to the stability

The proposed HS2 project is not anticipated to have an

and safety of existing and proposed

effect on either existing or proposed gas storage in the

gas storage.

area. INEOS, prior to formation of the joint venture
INOYVN, submitted a consultation response to HS2

Concern was expressed about the

Limited.

potential threat to local water quality
of streams and rivers during

The potential for effects on water quality and watercourses

construction.

have been fully considered as part of the environmental
assessments. Use of construction bunds, temporary site
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drainage and sediment traps, as required will manage risk
of impact on water quality. Detailed information on
findings and mitigation can be found in ES Chapter 7:
Geology, Land and Water Quality.

INOVYN Enterprises has considerable experience in
solution mining at the Holford Brinefield and has
constructed and operated cavities using the proposed
technique for many years. The location of the proposed
KGSP cavities has been decided based on detailed
knowledge of the area’s geology following the undertaking
of new seismic surveys. Further information on INOVYN
Enterprises’ experience in the area can be found in ES
Chapter 5: Project Description for the Main Assessment
Area. More detail has also been submitted in the
Geological Information Report, Document 9.2 of the DCO
application.
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Submissions related to ecology
6.70

Feedback and questions surrounding ecology were submitted during statutory
consultation on the application. Individual comments could be attributed to this
topic from the contact channels. A log of the comments made can be found in the
Response Chart (Annex 01) or Table 6.71 below.
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6.71

Table 6.71 – Consultation feedback relating to ecology

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced the
Project

It was recommended that wildlife

The Applicant has carefully considered the effects on species

KGSL undertook detailed assessments

habituating in hedgerows should be

associated with the removal of hedgerows, including bats and

of ecology as part of the ES and is

carefully considered where it is

birds. ES Chapter 8: Ecology details the species surveyed as

therefore able to respond with a

proposed to remove hedges for

part of the assessment and proposed mitigation measures to

detailed knowledge of the impact of

increased visibility for road users.

ensure there are no adverse effects. Whilst there will be

the Project and identify mitigation

hedgerow loss associated with the KGSP, planting associated

measures that will reduce such

It was advised that ‘proper’ mitigation

with new infrastructure and as mitigation for hedgerow loss will impacts.

measures should be taken to reduce all result in a net increase in hedgerow. The Applicant will draw
environmental impacts, in addition to

up a Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), in

newts.

consultation with CWCC and NE, and restoration of habitat will
be carried out in accordance with this plan.

KGSL has had regard to feedback given regarding potential
impacts of the KGSP on local species. ES Chapter 8: Ecology
details how the Applicant has surveyed and considered the
impacts on a wide variety of species in addition to newts, such
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as bats, birds, otters and badgers amongst others. Mitigation
measures are identified in this ES Chapter, which includes
limited habitat loss as part of the design process; reinstates
hedgerows; additional planting and landscaping; and newt
refuges.
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Other notable areas of interest
6.72

In addition to the above topics relating directly to the ES, further responses were
also made during statutory consultation from stakeholders identified under Section
47 of the Act. The Applicant has categorised the representations in Table 6.73
below.
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6.73

Table 6.73 – Consultation responses on other areas of interest
Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced the Project

Support for the Project

The Applicant welcomes all feedback on the

KGSL welcomed support for the Project and

Several respondents wished the

Application and was pleased to receive comments

will continue to engage with those who have

Applicant luck in delivering the project

highlighting the importance of gas storage and

an interested in any benefits associated with

and expressed a desire for the KGSP to

demonstrating support for the KGSP.

the KGSP.

the proposal, with one individual

Whilst comments specifically regarding the

KGSL sought to address any comments about

stating that the integrity of regional

consultation approach were noticeably less than

the detail or scope of the consultation when

gas supplies would be strengthened by

during the non-statutory stage, the Applicant

raised, this included contacting consultees

the proposal which in their opinion has

responded to the Lostock Green consultation enquiry

where advised or providing further updates via

‘significant merit’.

explaining the phased approach to consultation, with

community news publications.

go ahead. Others said they supported

direct contact with those in Consultation Zone A
The consultation

supported by a wider community consultation for

One submission asked why Lostock

those in Consultation Zone B featuring posters and

Green was not included in the direct

newspaper advertisement. As a result of the feedback,

mailing, with a request to be kept

KGSL has since provided two updates on the progress

updated about the application to

of the KGSP for Gossip on the Green, the community
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ensure the local community could be

magazine for Lostock Green and (more recently) Lach

informed of developments.

Dennis and is now known as Village Links.

Requests

When received, KGSL responded to enquiries providing

Several requests were made

the information requested or directing stakeholders to

throughout the consultation period,

the KGSP documentation available to download from

such as requests for site maps,

the ‘Library’ page of the project website.

consultation meetings and clarification
on the Project.
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Compliance
6.74

Completed feedback forms can be viewed in Annex 44.

6.75

This section has clearly demonstrated how the Applicant has complied with its duty
to consult under section 47 of the Act and summarises the resulting feedback
received. The response summaries, as well as a more detailed Response Chart
appended to this document, show that KGSL has had regard to opinions and
suggestions expressed.

Submissions have had a noticeable impact on the

developments as it progressed and the scope of the technical assessments carried
out. In most cases, where changes have not been made to the proposals, KGSL has
been able to respond to concerns with detailed outcomes from the submitted ES.

6.76

KGSL has produced an account of how requirements of the Act have been met as
part of the completed section 55 checklist, and in the previous Chapter 5.

Summary of responses under Section 48 of the Planning Act
6.77

This section of the Report outlines the responses the Applicant received as a result of
publicity of the KGSP under Section 48 of the Act. Chapter 5 of this Report outlines
how KGSL complied with requirements to publicise details of the Application and the
consultation.

6.78

Section 49(2) of the Act requires the Applicant to have regard to consultation
responses as a result of Section 48 publicity, including the placing of public notices in
the relevant local and national publications.

6.79

The Applicant took measures to assess the reach of the Consultation and the
materials that prompted responses to be submitted. This involved, where possible,
asking consultees what methods had triggered engagement with the Applicant.
However, in most cases, it is not possible to specify which participants were
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responding directly as a result of the Section 48 publicity as opposed to other
methods used as part of Section 47 consultation. Responses arising as a result of
publicity of the application can be found earlier in this chapter, under ‘Summary of
responses under Section 47 of the Planning Act’.

6.80

Despite the above, two consultation responses did directly reference the ‘notices’ in
their correspondence with the project. KGSL has therefore concluded that these
responses, from members of the public, can be reasonably attributed as a Section 48
response.

The responses were submitted by members of the public via the

dedicated project email address. As detailed in the previous section of this Chapter,
responses from members of the public have been set out in a comprehensive
Response Chart with consultees each allocated a participant number to protect their
anonymity.

The response documented under Section 48 can be found in the

Response Chart, to be used in conjunction with the Report and available to view in
Annex 01.

Summary of responses received and the Applicant’s response
6.81

A summary of the feedback received and the Applicant’s response can be found in
the Response Chart (Annex 01) and Table 6.82 below.
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6.82

Table 6.82 – Consultation feedback from S48 publicity

Feedback

Applicant response

How the feedback has influenced
the Project

One member of the public that

Full replies were issued to the two respondents in question

KGSL is able to demonstrate, via

responded to the Section 48 publicity

providing information on how their points had or would be

the

asked questions about the solution

considered as part of the application. INOVYN Enterprises has

documentation,

mining process during the creation of

been solution mining the Holford Brinefield for over 80 years for

robustly

cavities and the subsequent use of the

production of brine. As part of the Project, once brine is solution

responded to the points raised by

brine. The respondent asked

mined it will be transported by an existing pipeline to INOVYN’s

Section 48 respondents.

specifically about the wastage of brine

operations in Runcorn. Brine is used by INOVYN and other

during the process and the

customers in the chemical industry to make chlorine and everyday

environmental impacts of chlorine

essentials such as washing powder, toothpaste and salt. Details of

production, as well as stating their

the infrastructure to support brine transportation can be found in

opinion that underground gas storage

ES Chapters 1-6: Project Description.

ES

and

other
that

considered

DCO
is

has
and

“is a far better option than above
ground LNG tanks”.

With regard to use and stability of the cavities, at the end of the
Project life for gas storage, the cavities can be filled with water or

Another member of the public

brine, either to continue to be used for solution mining or to

responded asking a series of questions

provide stability. Only uses for the cavities stated in the DCO
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relating to a number of aspects of the

application will be permitted, meaning the cavities will not be

proposed KGSP. These related to

used to store waste. The cavities shape and size will be monitored

liability for the cavities during and once during and upon completion of solution mining by sonar survey.
operation ceases; future use of the

Aspects and impacts associated with decommissioning of the gas

cavities; clarification of what pressure

storage facility have been considered extensively as part of the ES.

would be put on the ‘towns water
supply’; and the proportion of brine

It is the intention that the majority of the brine produced by the

anticipated to be wasted. The

Project will be used to meet the needs of INOVYN and its

submission also raised questions about

customers. The Application includes the options for brine to be

the potential to re-saturate brine as

discharged – for which INOVYN already holds an Environmental

part of the process and the methods to

Permit - to provide certainty with regard to delivery of the Project.

be employed for monitoring cavity

The Applicant is in a more favourable position in that there is an

integrity.

ongoing demand and use for the brine, compared to some gas
storage projects where all the brine has been discharged.
Although possible, retrofitting infrastructure for brine resaturation brings significant technical, economic and
environmental challenges, in addition re-saturation would reduce
the rate of gas cavity creation. The Applicant has fully considered
the impacts of brine discharge as part of the DCO application, with
further information available to view in ES Chapter 25: Marine
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Environment.

With regard to use of towns water supply, ES Chapters 1-6: Project
Description details that the towns water connection will only be
used to provide amenity water to the office and maintenance
buildings and that existing abstraction systems, detailed in the
Project Description, will be used to supply water to the solution
mining process. The use of towns’ water for the office facilities is
not expected to be burden on the existing supply network. As part
of statutory consultation on the Application, KGSL has consulted
with United Utilities, whose submission can also be found in the
Response Chart (Annex 01).

United Utilities did not raise any comments or concerns in relation
to the PEIR, however has asked that KGSL continued to engage
throughout the Project to ensure that any impacts on the UU’s
infrastructure and services are minimised. In response, the
Applicant has agreed to continued engagement throughout the
planning process and, should development consent be granted,
during delivery of the Project.
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The Applicant’s full response can be found in the Response Chart
(Annex 01). Supporting information about the Project can be
found in the Project Description. Supporting information about the
environmental impacts associated with brine discharge and the
relevant studies carried out can be found in ES Chapter 25:
Marine Environment (Runcorn).
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6.83

The above consultation responses can be viewed in Annex 45.

Compliance
6.84

The Applicant has demonstrated how it has complied with section 48 publicity and
section 49 requirements to have regard to feedback arising from such material. The
Applicant has produced an account of how requirements of the Act have been met in
the form of section 55 checklist, which can be viewed in Annex 22.

6.85

It can be concluded from the responses and handling of the enquiries made as a
result of section 48 that the Applicant has had regard to the submission, has
provided relevant information in return and has addressed the points raised via its
environmental assessments and production of application documents.

Consultation outcomes
6.86

In conclusion to this chapter, it is useful to note the summary of outcomes from
across the multi-stage consultation. The main modifications and outcomes are
outlined below:


The proposed location of five cavities was revised following feedback during
non-statutory consultation and expert interpretation of geological data.



Introduction of a one-way internal road system during the construction
period.



The Consultation Zone A around the Main Development Area was extended
from 2.5km to 3.5km for the statutory consultation and further direct
consultation was carried out with parents of Byley Village Primary School.



A section of proposed internal construction road in the vicinity of a property
near King Street was modified, moving the road further from the property.



Proposed landscaping was increased in the vicinity of the above property to
help screen activities during construction.
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The route for the proposed power supply to the Gas Processing Plant was
modified following consultation with Scottish Power Energy Networks.



The routes for the proposed overhead cable diversions were modified
following consultation with Scottish Power Energy Networks.



Minor modifications were made to the proposed Brine and Water pipework
routes and tie-in connections following consultation with E.ON, alongside
minor modifications to the construction site road layout.



Minor modifications were made to the proposed Water and Gas pipework
interconnection following consultation with Storengy.



The height and initial design of the proposed pipe bridge at Runcorn was
established following consultation with the Canal and Rivers Trust.



A revised road layout for cavity H513 was proposed following consultation
with the landowner.



Modifications were made to three of the proposed cavity compound
orientations following discussions with the landowners.



Further wintering bird surveys were carried out between November and
December 2014, details of which can be found in the submitted ES.



The impact on Great Crested Newts was fully considered as part of the EIA
and a full draft licence was produced and submitted to NE.



Additional mitigation measures for the recording of historic hedgerow
boundaries, including the excavation and recording of samples, are
proposed following consultation with English Heritage.



Additional photomontages were prepared to demonstrate predicted views
of the Main Development Area during construction.



A draft HGV Routing Plan was produced, demonstrating that all construction
vehicles will be routed via the existing junction to the A530 King Street,
avoiding vehicles travelling through the village of Byley.



A draft Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) has been
produced, outlining best operational practices and demonstrating
commitments to reducing potential impacts, such as light pollution.



The annual community fund to be made available to local community
projects was increased from £20,000 a year during construction to £30,000.
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An Expression of Interest Register for employment opportunities was
created and maintained.



An Expression of Interest Register for supply chain opportunities was
created and maintained.

6.87

The above summary is the changes made to the KGSP as it progressed throughout
the pre-application period to submission. With demonstrable outcomes as a direct
result of feedback from consultees, KGSL is satisfied that it has complied the
requirements of Section 49 of the Act to have regard to relevant responses.
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7. Further engagement
Post-consultation engagement and submission
7.1

Since the close of consultation, KGSL has continued to respond to enquiries and log
interest in the Project. The majority of enquiries have related to supply chain and
employment opportunities which, as detailed in the summary of responses section,
will continue to be logged in designated files for future use.

7.2

The contact channels, namely the KGSP email address, have also received a
significant amount of SPAM or unsolicited marketing emails. These have not been
counted as consultation responses and as such are not detailed in this report.

7.3

KGSL also continues to liaise directly with landowners, with negotiations ongoing.

7.4

The Applicant will also inform all those who have been identified as consultees and
all those who participated in the consultation when the Application has been
accepted for consideration. KGSL will provide a link to the submitted application
documents including the Consultation Report.

Those who took part in the

consultation will receive a personal letter containing their unique participant
number, directing them to their submission and how the Applicant has had regard to
the feedback.

7.5

Publicity of the submission is also planned, with the Applicant intending to issue
press releases to the relevant local media outlets at key Project milestones, for
example if the Application is accepted for consideration.

7.6

It is the intention to comply with all requirements set out under Section 56 of the Act
and the duty to publicise an accepted application, should this be the case.
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7.7

In October 2015, KGSL wrote to all councillors on CWCC and HBC, the letter can be
viewed in Annex 46.

This letter provided an update on the progress of the

Application and revised Order Limits ahead of submission. The letter also served to
reinforce the contact channels for the Project Team, should elected representatives
wish to ask any questions about the Application or the DCO process. It is the
intention of KGSL to continue to liaise with elected representatives at both local
authority and parish level following submission of the DCO Application, as an
additional method of ensuring the community is informed of the Application’s
progress.

Ongoing engagement tools
7.8

KGSL is committed to continued engagement with the community and stakeholders
detailed in this Consultation Report. The Applicant, via INEOS / INOVYN, already has
existing platforms in place to prompt regular engagement with key interested
parties, and it is the intention to continue these following submission of the
Application.

7.9

Despite consultation having closed, KGSL will continue to host the contact channels
set up to facilitate responses and enquiries. The Freephone Information Line and
Project-specific email address will be available to use post submission of the
Application. The Applicant will commit to providing responses, where necessary,
within a reasonable timeframe.

7.10

The Project website (www.kgsp.co.uk) will remain live and will be updated as the
application for Development Consent progresses through the planning system. The
Applicant will update the ‘Latest News’ sections of the website, whilst the
documents submitted as part of the DCO application will be made available to
download from the ‘Project Library’ page.
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7.11

INOVYN Enterprises’ existing platforms to engage with stakeholders will continue,
which will also be used as a forum to provide updates on the progress of the KGSP
when necessary or requested. These include:


Annual Tenant Farmers’ meeting: Representatives of INOVYN Enterprises
Limited host an annual meeting with tenant farmers on and around the
main KGSP assessment area. Such meetings will continue to take place,
during which the KGSP DCO application and its progress will be a recurring
item on the agenda for discussion.



INOVYN staff training day: INOVYN Enterprises’ Brine and Water business
hold twice-yearly training days, at which the majority of employees are in
attendance. These training days will continue and, as they were during the
statutory consultation period, be an opportunity to provide local workers
with an update on the KGSP and a chance to ask any questions from Project
Team representatives.



Parish Council Liaison Group: INOVYN Enterprises also currently hosts a
Parish Council Liaison Group every six months at the Holford Brinefield.
Parish councils surrounding the Holford Brinefield are invited to attend to
discuss ongoing operations and any questions that may have arisen. This
forum will continue and the KGSP will be a recurring item on the agenda,
with updates provided as the DCO application progresses.



Following a request made during the statutory consultation to keep the
Lostock Green (recently named Village Links) community updated via the
community magazine ‘Gossip on the Green’, KGSL has since provided an
update on the Application for print and will continue to do so at key Project
milestones.



The INEOS / INOVYN ChloryVinyls Site Community Forum, Runcorn that
previously met on a quarterly basis that was used during the consultation
period as a means of communication has since been discontinued for other
reasons at the request of the community representative attendees.
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7.12

Should the Project be granted Development Consent, KGSL has committed to
forming a Local Liaison Committee (LLC) specifically for the KGSP to facilitate regular
discussion between the Project team and members of the local community, including
elected representatives and other interested parties.

This is in line with the

approach taken for other gas storage schemes in the local area. The LLC will have its
own terms of reference and the frequency of meetings will be decided by its
members. KGSL will provide secretariat support, at its cost.
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8. Conclusion

8.1

In fulfilling its duty to submit a Consultation Report under Section 37 of the Act, the
Applicant has demonstrated how it took a proactive and thorough approach to
carrying out consultation as prescribed under Section 42, 47 and 48 of the Act.

8.2

The Applicant has had regard to all feedback received which has helped shape the
development as it progressed through the design process.

KGSL has shown,

throughout this Report, how undertaking comprehensive assessments as part of the
EIA has enabled the Project Team to respond to questions and concerns and, where
necessary, adapt the approach to take account of feedback.

8.3

The Applicant has clearly demonstrated throughout this Consultation Report that it
had extensively and proactively sought engagement on its plans for the KGSP. The
various compliance sections in the relevant chapters also set out how the Applicant
has complied with duties to consult under the relevant sections of the Act and has
taken account of responses in accordance with Section 49.

8.4

KGSL’s duty to conform to the Act’s requirements can be found in the
comprehensive Section 55 checklist, which can be viewed in Annex 22 of the
Consultation Report.

8.5

During the 12-month pre-application period since plans for the KGSP were launched,
the Project has evolved and has been adapted as a direct result of feedback
expressed during the consultation. This has been in the form of physical changes to
the Project – such as the location and orientation of wellheads – as well as social
aspects of the Project – such as the uplift in the community fund and the log of
expressions of interest in employment and supply chain opportunities.

8.6

Having taken a proactive and comprehensive approach to pre-application
consultation, the Applicant is confident that it has fully complied with its preapplication consultation duties.
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9. Annexes
9.1

Annexes are located in separate documents entitled ‘KGSP Consultation Report
Annex’, followed by the relevant reference 1-47.
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