From: Mills, Iain [mailto:Iain.Mills@thecrownestate.co.uk]
Sent: 17 September 2015 14:08
To: River Humber Gas Pipeline
Subject: River Humber Gas Pipeline Replacement Project - Examining Authority written questions

Dear Mr Aston
I refer to your letter dated 14th September 2015 with the link to the Examining Authority’s first
round of written questions.
A number of these are addressed specifically to The Crown Estate and I would comment as follows:
2.1. [Marine Management Organisation (MMO); Crown Estate (CE); Applicant]
Under what consents would the existing pipeline remain once capped and no longer used and has
the Crown Estate, MMO, or any other relevant party agreed to the retention of the old pipeline? If
so please supply evidence of those agreements, or demonstrate that they are not required.
The existing pipeline as it affects The Crown Estate’s ownership of the bed and foreshore of the River
Humber is covered by two agreements. The first relating to the northern part of the crossing, which
is attached, is a direct agreement between The Crown Estate and British Gas Corporation and this
agreement is now, we understand, vested in National Grid. This agreement expires on 1st October
2016. Upon expiry Clause III para 13 states:

If National Grid wish for these works to remain in situ then a further agreement will be required with
The Crown Estate and negotiations are currently underway in this respect.
The second agreement covers the south side of the crossing where The Crown Estate is freeholder of
the land but it is in turn leased to Associated British Ports (ABP) on a 999 year lease with over 850
years remaining. The pipeline is therefore covered by an agreement between ABP and the pipeline
operator and it will be for ABP to advise as to the existing and proposed arrangements.
2.2. [Applicant; Marine Management Organisation (MMO) & Crown Estate (CE)]
[APP-031] Scheme Description, Para. 2.11 confirms that the asset life is 40 years for the pipeline
and that the tunnel has a 100 year design life. After 40 years, National Grid may look to re-life the
asset. Upon eventual decommissioning, the assets would remain in situ, with very minor works
required within and immediately adjacent to the AGIs.
Applicant - Please clarify what the likely ‘minor works’ would comprise?
MMO & CE – Do you consider that a draft scheme of de-commissioning is necessary now and
specifically, if an order were to be granted, when the replacement gas pipeline was no longer
required, should it be removed?
The proposed crossing falls entirely within the 999 year lease as referred to above and therefore
given the length of the agreement and the period to our reversion we have no specific concerns as

to any decommissioning regimes. We would anticipate however that ABP as National Grid’s
immediate landlord, may wish to comment.
14.27. [Crown Estate]
Article 41 – Crown Rights – are your rights sufficiently protected and is the drafting agreed?
I can confirm that the wording in Article 41 is acceptable.
Yours sincerely
Iain Mills
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