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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
This is the Scoping Opinion (the Opinion) provided by the Secretary of
State in respect of the content of the Environmental Statement for
Yorkshire and Humber Carbon Capture and Storage Cross Country
Pipeline. The proposed development comprises of a 75km pipeline and
includes a compressor and multi junction, three block valves and a
pumping station. The pipeline extends from Stainforth in the Metropolitan
Borough of Doncaster, through the District of Selby and ending at
Barmston in East Riding of Yorkshire.
This report sets out the Secretary of State’s opinion on the basis of the
information provided in National Grid Carbon Limited’s report entitled
‘Yorkshire and Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline 10-2574-RPT-0033
Scoping Report’ (February 2013). The Opinion can only reflect the
proposals as currently described by the Applicant.
The Secretary of State has consulted on the Scoping Report and the
responses received have been taken into account in adopting this Opinion.
The Secretary of State is satisfied that the topic areas identified in the
Scoping Report encompass those matters identified in Schedule 4, Part 1,
paragraph 19 of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact
Assessment) Regulations 2009 (as amended).
The Secretary of State draws attention both to the general points and
those made in respect of each of the specialist topic areas in this Opinion.
The main potential issues identified are:
•

water resources, drainage and flood risk

•

ecology

•

landscape and visual impacts (during construction and at above
ground installation sites)

•

noise and vibration (during construction)

•

air quality (during construction)

•

land use and agriculture

Matters are not scoped out unless specifically addressed and justified by
the Applicant, and confirmed as being scoped out by the Secretary of
State.
The Secretary of State notes the potential need to carry out an
assessment under the Habitats Regulations1.

1

The Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (as amended)
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
Background
1.1

On 18 February 2013, the Secretary of State (SoS) received a
scoping report submitted by National Grid Carbon Limited
(the Applicant) under Regulation 8 of the Infrastructure
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations
2009 (SI 2263) (as amended) (the EIA Regulations) in order
to request a scoping opinion for the proposed Yorkshire and
Humber Carbon Capture and Storage (CCS) Cross Country
Pipeline (the proposed development). This Scoping Opinion is
made in response to this request and should be read in
conjunction with the Applicant’s Scoping Report.

1.2

In a letter dated 17 January 2012 addressed to the SoS, the
Applicant formally notified the SoS under Regulation 6(1)(b)
of the EIA Regulations that it proposes to provide an ES in
respect of the proposed development. Therefore, in
accordance with Regulation 4(2)(a) of the EIA Regulations,
the proposed development is determined to be EIA
development. The EIA Regulations enable an applicant, before
making an application for an order granting development
consent, to ask the SoS to state in writing their formal
opinion (a ‘scoping opinion’) on the information to be
provided in the environmental statement (ES).

1.3

The proposed development concerns a pipeline for the
transport of carbon dioxide streams for the purposes of
geological storage and therefore falls within the description of
a Schedule 2 development under the EIA Regulations as an
infrastructure project. An EIA is not mandatory for Schedule 2
development but depends upon the sensitivity of the
receiving
environment,
the
likelihood
of
significant
environmental effects and the scale of the proposals.

1.4

Before adopting a scoping opinion the SoS must take into
account:

(a) the specific characteristics of the particular development;
(b) the specific characteristics of the development of the type
concerned; and
(c)

environmental
development’.

features

likely

to

be

affected

by

the

(EIA Regulation 8 (9))

1.5

This Opinion sets out what information the SoS considers
should be included in the ES for the proposed development.
The Opinion has taken account of:
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i

the EIA Regulations

ii

the nature and scale of the proposed development

iii

the nature of the receiving environment, and

iv

current best practice in the preparation of environmental
statements.

1.6

The SoS has also taken account of the responses received
from the statutory consultees (see Appendix 2 of this
Opinion). The matters addressed by the Applicant have been
carefully considered and use has been made of professional
judgement and experience in order to adopt this Opinion. It
should be noted that when it comes to consider the ES, the
SoS will take account of relevant legislation and guidelines
(as appropriate). The SoS will not be precluded from requiring
additional information if it is considered necessary in
connection with the ES submitted with that application when
considering the application for a development consent order
(DCO).

1.7

This Opinion should not be construed as implying that the
SoS agrees with the information or comments provided by
the Applicant in their request for an opinion from the SoS. In
particular, comments from the SoS in this Opinion are without
prejudice to any decision taken by the SoS (on submission of
the application) that any development identified by the
Applicant is necessarily to be treated as part of a nationally
significant infrastructure project (NSIP), or associated
development, or development that does not require
development consent.

1.8

Regulation 8(3) of the EIA Regulations states that a request
for a scoping opinion must include:

(a) ‘a plan sufficient to identify the land;
(b) a brief description of the nature and purpose of the
development and of its possible effects on the environment;
and
(c)

such other information or representations as the person
making the request may wish to provide or make’.
(EIA Regulation 8 (3))

1.9

The SoS considers that this has been provided in the
Applicant’s Scoping Report.
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The Secretary of State’s Consultation
1.10

The SoS has a duty under Regulation 8(6) of the EIA
Regulations to consult widely before adopting a scoping
opinion. A full list of the consultation bodies is provided at
Appendix 1. The list has been compiled by the SoS under
their duty to notify the consultees in accordance with
Regulation 9(1)(a). The Applicant should note that whilst the
SoS’s list can inform their consultation, it should not be relied
upon for that purpose.

1.11

The list of respondents who replied within the statutory
timeframe and whose comments have been taken into
account in the preparation of this Opinion is provided at
Appendix 2 along with copies of their comments, to which the
Applicant should refer in undertaking the EIA.

1.12

The ES submitted by the Applicant should demonstrate
consideration of the points raised by the consultation bodies.
It is recommended that a table is provided in the ES
summarising the scoping responses from the consultation
bodies and how they are, or are not, addressed in the ES.

1.13

Any consultation responses received after the statutory
deadline for receipt of comments will not be taken into
account within this Opinion. Late responses will be forwarded
to the Applicant and will be made available on the Planning
Inspectorate’s website. The Applicant should also give due
consideration to those comments in carrying out the EIA.

Structure of the Document
1.14

This Scoping Opinion is structured as follows:

Section 1

Introduction

Section 2

The proposed development

Section 3

EIA approach and topic areas

Section 4

Other information.

The Scoping Opinion is accompanied by the following Appendices:
Appendix 1 List of consultees
Appendix 2 Respondents to consultation and copies of replies
Appendix 3 Presentation of the environmental statement.
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2.0 THE PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT
Introduction
2.1

The following is a summary of the information on the
proposed development and its site and surroundings prepared
by the Applicant and included in their Scoping Report. The
information has not been verified and it has been assumed
that the information provided reflects the existing knowledge
of
the
proposed
development
and
the
potential
receptors/resources.

The Applicant’s Information
Overview of the Proposed Development
2.2

The proposed development comprises the onshore elements
of a project known as the ‘Yorkshire and Humber CCS
Transportation and Storage Project’ which involves the
permanent storage of carbon dioxide (CO2) captured from
power projects in a storage site beneath the North Sea, and
involves the construction of an onshore cross country pipeline
and an offshore sub-sea pipeline.

2.3

It is currently anticipated that the Yorkshire and Humber CCS
Transportation and Storage Project would connect to:

•

the proposed 650MW coal gasification Don Valley Power
Project (DVPP) at Stainforth Doncaster, which obtained
planning permission in 2009, and

•

the proposed White Rose 304MW coal-fired power station on
the Drax site in North Yorkshire which will be the subject of a
separate DCO application.

2.4

The proposed development which is the subject of this
Scoping Opinion (the onshore elements of the Yorkshire and
Humber CCS Transportation and Storage Project) includes:

•

a 75km pipeline from Stainforth in the Metropolitan Borough
of Doncaster, passing through the District of Selby and
ending at Barmston in East Riding of Yorkshire

•

a compressor to compress CO2 received from the DVPP to
maximise the efficiency of the pipeline system (the White
Rose power station would compress CO2 as part of their
project)

•

multi-junction to enable the future connection of additional
pipelines from other regional emitters
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•

three block valves spaced approximately every 15km (+/5km) along the length of the proposed pipeline to monitor the
pressure, temperature and flow rate of the CO2, known as:
(i)

Tollingham block valve site

(ii)

Dalton block valve site

(iii)

Skerne block valve site

•

a pumping station with offshore support facilities near to the
coast at Barmston to maintain the pressure of liquid CO2 for
transportation offshore and to enhance the volumes of CO2
that can be transported

•

any necessary interconnecting local pipelines, and

•

associated works.

2.5

The offshore elements of the Yorkshire and Humber CCS
Transportation and Storage Project (the offshore scheme) will
be subject to a separate authorisation by the Secretary of
State for Energy and Climate Change in accordance with the
Petroleum Act 1998 and the Energy Act 2008 and therefore
will be subject to a separate scoping exercise. The offshore
scheme would comprise a 90km sub-sea pipeline with an
external diameter of approximately 600mm sized to
accommodate up to 17mt of CO2 emissions per year, and a
geological storage site in a saline aquifer located
approximately 1000m below the seabed. The storage site is
expected to accommodate at least 100mt of captured CO2.

Description of the Site and Surroundings
The Application Site

2.6

The application site is identified on Figure 1.2 of the Scoping
Report as a ‘Scoping Corridor’. The Scoping Corridor
comprises an area of land which is larger than that needed for
the construction and operation of the proposed development
but will be refined after further technical and environmental
investigations and further consultation to produce the final
route alignment for the DCO application.

2.7

The Scoping Corridor is situated within agricultural land of
grades 2-4 which is inter-dispersed with small settlements.
Land use is predominantly agricultural, however the area is
also used recreationally, in particular close to the coast where
there are a number of caravan parks and recreational
facilities. There is also industrial use which is concentrated
around Hatfield and Drax.
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2.8

The pipeline would cross a number of roads, including the
M62, A614, A645, A63, A165, A1079, A164, A1034 and a
number of minor roads.

2.9

There are 21 watercourses designated under the Water
Framework Directive within the Scoping Corridor.

2.10

The pipeline would cross a number of watercourses,
including: Stainforth and Keadby Canal; River Don; River
Went; Aire and Calder Navigation; River Ouse; Bracken Beck;
River Hull; Driffield Canal; Kelk Beck; and Gransmoor Drain.

2.11

The Scoping Corridor passes through the jurisdiction of
Doncaster East Internal Drainage Board (IDB), Danvm
Drainage Commissioners, Lower Ouse IDB Selby IDB, Market
Weighton IDB and Beverley and North Holderness IDB.

2.12

The Scoping Corridor passes through Flood Zones 2 and 3 and
there are a number of flood defences present within the
Scoping Corridor.

2.13

There are two operational sewage works located within the
Scoping Corridor.

2.14

Sixteen water abstractions are present within the Scoping
Corridor.

2.15

The Scoping Corridor passes through a number of Source
Protection Zones (1, 2 and 3).

2.16

The bedrock geology comprises the Sherwood Sandstone
Group (Principal Aquifer) in the far south of the Scoping
Corridor, Mercia Mudstone Group (Secondary B Aquifer) in
south and Chalk (Principal Aquifer) in the northern half of the
Scoping Corridor.

2.17

The following Regionally Important Geological Sites (RIGS)
have been identified within the Scoping Corridor:

•

Arras Road Chalk Pit

•

Goodmanham channel

•

Disused Pit, and

•

Hornhill Top Chalk pit.

2.18

No geological SSSIs have been identified within the Scoping
Corridor.

2.19

Thirteen landfill and waste management facilities are present
within the Scoping Corridor.
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2.20

The southern section of the Scoping Corridor passes through
Hatfield Main Colliery.

2.21

The following statutory designated nature conservation sites
are located entirely or partially within the Scoping Corridor:

•

Eskamhorn Meadows Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)

•

River Hull Headwaters (including Kelk Beck tributary) SSSI,
and

•

Hudson’s Way Local Nature Reserve (LNR).

2.22

There are 29 non-statutory designated nature conservation
sites (i.e. Sites of Importance for Nature Conservation (SINC)
and Local Wildlife Sites (LWS)) located entirely or partially
within the Scoping Corridor. These are detailed in Table 8.4 of
the Scoping Report.

2.23

Over 1,300 heritage assets have been identified within the
Scoping Corridor, including:

•

100+ listed buildings

•

20+ Scheduled Monuments, and

•

two Registered Park and Gardens.

2.24

The Scoping Corridor passes through an Area of High
Landscape Value and falls within three National Character
Areas: 39 Humberhead Levels, 27 Yorkshire Wolds and 40
Holderness (as shown on Natural England’s Character Map of
England). At a regional level it lies within the North Yorkshire
County Council Farmed Lowland and Valley Landscapes
Primary Landscape Unit, which is split into two Landscape
Character Types, namely LCT 23: Levels Farmland, and LCT
24: River Flood Plain. The Scoping Corridor lies within a
number of local landscape character types.

2.25

Figure 10.2 of the Scoping Report shows that there is one
Conservation Area, located at Lund, within the Scoping
Corridor.

2.26

There are a number of important walking and cycling routes
within the Scoping Corridor and the surrounding area,
including:

Long Distance Footpaths and National Trails
•

Yorkshire Wolds Way

•

Thorne Round Walk/Peatlands Way

•

Yorkshire Ouse Walk
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•

Pennine Way (E2)

•

TransPennine Trail

•

Howden 20

•

Hutton Hike

•

East Riding Heritage Way

•

Howdenshire Way

•

Wilberforce Way, and

•

Minster Way.

National Cycle Routes
•

National Route 1

•

National Route 66, and

•

National Route 1

2.27

No Air Quality Management Areas (AQMAs) have been
declared within or near the Scoping Corridor.

Compressor and multi junction station

2.28

The proposed compressor and multi junction station site is
approximately 10ha on flat agricultural land to the south of
Drax Power Station and Drax Village. It is bordered to the
south by a public footpath which connects Wheels Lane with
the A645 and to the east, north and west by farm tracks.

2.29

The proposed site is located wholly within Flood Zone 3 and
within Source Protection Zone III (total catchment).

Tollingham block valve site

2.30

The proposed Tollingham block valve site is located within
arable land classified as Grade 3. It is flat, low lying
agricultural land and is bordered to the east by Throiam Drain
and field boundaries to the north, east and south composed
of patchy hedgerow and individual trees. Skiff Lane is located
to the north of the site and Drain Lane to the south. The site
is illustrated on Figure 2.3 of the Scoping Report.

2.31

The proposed site is within a mineral safeguarding area for
sand and gravel and is also within an area identified as
potentially contaminated land associated with the historical
airfield.

2.32

The majority of the proposed site is in Flood Zone 1, although
a small section along the southern boundary falls within Flood
Zone 3.
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Dalton block valve site

2.33

The proposed Dalton block valve site is located within arable
land classified as Grade 2. It is bordered to the south by
Bulmers Triangle plantation and a minor road and to the east
by a Public Right of Way. The site is illustrated on Figure 2.4
of the Scoping Report.

2.34

The proposed site is located at an elevation of approximately
40m AOD and slopes down to the south into a shallow valley
at 35m AOD, before rising again further to the south.

Skerne block valve site

2.35

The proposed Skerne block valve site is located within Grade
3 agricultural land. Access tracks for fish farms at Cooper Hall
and Cleaves Farm run along the northern and eastern
boundary of the site and are also designated as public
bridleways. The site is illustrated on Figure 2.5 of the Scoping
Report.

2.36

The proposed site is located within Flood Zone 1.

Barmston Pumping Station

2.37

The proposed Bramston pumping station is located within
arable fields classified as Grade 2 on relatively flat land to the
north of Barmston and the south east of Fraisthorpe. The site
topography rises to the south and east, and then falls away
sharply on the eastern edge towards the sea. It is bordered to
the south by a small plantation and Hamilton Hill. The
proposed site is located approximately 700m from the coast
to the east and 800m from the A165 to the west.

2.38

There are a number of undesignated monument records
identified along the south eastern boundary of the proposed
site ranging in age from World War II (WWII) defences to late
prehistoric period.

2.39

A Mineral Safeguarding Area for sand and gravel runs through
the centre of the proposed site with Candidate Preferred Area
encompassing the rest of the proposed site to either side.

The Surrounding Area

2.40

The following statutory designated nature conservation sites
are located within 5km of the Scoping Corridor:

•

Humber Estuary Ramsar, Special Protection Area (SPA) and
Special Area of Conservation (SAC)

•

Lower Derwent Valley Ramsar and SPA
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•

River Derwent SAC

•

Thorne and Hatfield Moors, SPA and SAC, and

•

Flamborough Head SAC and SPA.

2.41

The Scoping Report identifies seven Conservation Areas
within the study area for the landscape and visual assessment
(1km either side of the Scoping Corridor; within 1.5km of the
three block valve sites; and within 3km of the compressor
station and pumping station). These are Middleton on the
Wolds, Fishlake, Cranswick, Hutton, Lund, Foston on the
Wolds and Rawcliffe.

Compressor and multi junction station

2.42

Brock
Holes
non-statutory
wildlife
site
is
located
approximately 200m north east of the proposed compressor
and multi junction station site, which is also used as a
recreational fishing pond.

2.43

The A645 is located approximately 200m to the north of the
proposed site and, along with a disused railway embankment,
separates the proposed site from Drax Castle Scheduled
Monument.

2.44

The closest residential properties are located on Wade House
Lane and Drax Village.

2.45

A public footpath is located to the south of the site.

Tollingham block valve site

2.46

The closest residential properties are located approximately
500m to the north and south of the proposed site.

2.47

There are industrial influences in the areas associated with
the former RAF Holme-on-Spalding-Moor airfield and Holme
Industrial Estate.

2.48

There are no known archaeological sites within the boundary
of the proposed site, however the site is close to Rascal Moor
Roman settlement complex monument record and a high
concentration of known archaeology in the surrounding area
indicates that there is a high potential for archaeology.

Dalton block valve site

2.49

There are no designated ecological or cultural heritage sites
within the vicinity of the proposed site.
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2.50

An undesignated monument record site has been identified at
Holme Wold House, approximately 400m to the South of this
site.

Skerne block valve site

2.51

A woodland block is located to the east of the proposed site.

2.52

A drain which discharges into the River Hull is located
approximately 200m to the south of the proposed site.

2.53

There is an area of Flood Zones 2 and 3 located within 0.5km
to the south east of the proposed site.

2.54

Pick Hills and a triangular woodland near Cooper Hill 300m to
the west and north respectively are both designated as local
wildlife sites.

2.55

An undesignated monument record is located to the west of
the proposed site this is thought to be WWII bomb crater
which may relate to the pond within the field.

Barmston Pumping Station

2.56

The beach is approximately 350m to the east and the closest
residential properties are located approximately 840m to the
west of the proposed site.

Description of the Proposed Development
Pipeline

2.57

The pipeline would be 600mm in diameter and buried to a
depth of 1.2m typically (subject to flexibility through vertical
limits of deviation) except for at crossings where the depth
would be greater. It would travel from the multi-junction to
the coast (Mean Low Water Spring) and would be 75km in
length (77km taking into account topography and cut backs).

Compressor and multi junction station

2.58

The proposed compressor and multi junction station site
would cover an area of approximately 10ha. It would include,
amongst others, the following components:

•

control building

•

compressor units

•

cooling system

•

variable speed drive building

•

vent stack
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•

electricity sub-station

•

HV/LV switchroom, and

•

multi junction pigtraps

2.59

Further details of the components of the compressor and
multi junction site, along with indicative dimensions where
appropriate, are identified in Table 2.3 of the Scoping Report.

Block valves

2.60

The proposed block valve installations would each have
isolation valves, an expansion valve, and an instrument
building (3m x 7.5m and 3m high) and would be contained
within an overall footprint of 0.8ha per block valve site.

2.61

Details of the block valve site characteristics, along with
indicative dimensions, are identified in Table 2.4 of the
Scoping Report.

Barmston Pumping Station

2.62

The proposed Barmston pumping station and equipment for
the offshore pipeline would cover an area of approximately
9.0ha. It would include, amongst others, the following
components:

•

control building (approximately 30m x 40m and 5m high)

•

up to 5 No. Pump Units housed within soundproof enclosures
(approximate dimensions 7m x 16m and 8m high)

•

fin fan cooling system

•

analyser building and gas bottle storage (approximate
dimensions 5.5m x 3m and 2.75m high with a 1.5m
foundation perimeter all around)

•

Variable Speed Drive building located adjacent to each pump
building (approximate dimensions 13.1m x 4m and 4m high)

•

1 No. 200mm diameter vent stack 8m high

•

2 No. Pigtraps to launch and receive pipeline internal gauges
(PIGs) to clean, gauge and inspect the pipeline. Horizontally
mounted pipework vessels approximately 12m long and 1m
in diameter 1.5m high

•

transformers and switchgear within a compound 45m x 40m,
and

•

high voltage/low voltage switchroom (approximately 3.5m x
13.5m).

130327_EN070001_Scoping Opinion

12

Scoping Opinion for
Yorkshire and Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline

2.63

Further details of the components of the proposed pumping
station and offshore support facilities are contained within
Table 2.5 of the Scoping Report.

2.64

A buried Emergency Shut Down (ESD) Valve may be required
for the offshore pipeline, approximately 200m from the
current cliff line. This would require a man hole cover
surrounded by post and rail fence.

2.65

The offshore support facilities includes:

•

mono ethylene Glycol above ground bunded tank (50m3 and
approximately 4m high)

•

umbilical support buildings (2m x 3m and 4m high, and 4m x
4m and 4m high)

•

buried de-ionised water tank (50m3), and

•

fire pond capable of holding 365,000 litres

2.66

The pumping station, the compressor and multi junction
station site and block valves sites would all incorporate a
landscape planting strip and would be surrounded by a 2.88m
high security fence. On-site lighting would be required and
would likely comprise 9m high flood light columns (during
normal operations these would not be illuminated at night).

Infrastructure to be consented and constructed by third parties

2.67

The following additional infrastructure would be required for
the operation of the proposed development which would be
consented and constructed by third parties and are not part
of the DCO application. However, the Applicant states that
they will be considered within the ES:

•

a 66kV – 132kV electricity supply and telecoms supply for the
compressor/multi junction

•

low voltage three phase (515 volts) or single phase (240
volts) electricity supply and telecoms supply for the operation
of the block valves, and

•

66kV electricity supply for the pumping station and telecoms
supply.

Proposed Access
2.68

A new access would be required to connect the proposed
Tollingham block valve to the public highway, possibly to the
north at Skiff Lane.
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2.69

A new access would be required to connect the proposed
Dalton block valve into the unclassified minor road to the
north where it would connect directly to the B1248.

2.70

Access to the proposed Skerne block valve site would be via
an existing track which runs along the northern boundary of
the site; however some upgrading of this track may be
required. This track connects with the Main Street, Skerne,
traffic through the village may be avoided by routeing east
along the Main Street to the B1249 however, traffic
restrictions on Wansford Bridge may require HGV traffic to be
routed through Skerne village and North to Driffield.

2.71

A new access road would need to be created to connect the
proposed Barmston pumping station into the minor road
which runs south from Fraisthorpe and connects into the
A165 to the West.

Construction
2.72

The pipeline would be constructed using a variety of
construction techniques, although the majority of the pipeline
would be constructed via open cut trench methodology which
would involve:

•

preparation of the working width

•

pipeline stringing and welding

•

trench excavation and pipe installation, and

•

reinstatement and commissioning.

Further details of the above construction activities are contained
within paragraph 2.9.2 – 2.9.7 of the Scoping Report

2.73

The working width of the pipeline during construction would
be 36m; this would be reduced in some areas, for example to
minimise effects to sensitive sites or to avoid removal of
mature trees, and widened in other areas, for example at
river crossings. The working width includes a boundary fence,
a trench, a pipeline storage area, an access track, and subsoil
and topsoil storage areas.

2.74

Some watercourses and some minor roads and tracks would
be crossed using open-cut pipeline construction methods. For
watercourses this would involve diverting the flow by
pumping, or through flume pipes, to allow excavation across
the watercourse in the dry. Bed and bank material would be
removed and stored separately to reinstatement after
construction.
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2.75

Non-open cut pipeline construction techniques would be used
in some instances (i.e. major river crossings) by either auger
bore, pipe-jack, horizontal directional drilling and microtunnelling.

2.76

Rail and other road pipeline crossings would be undertaken
using trenchless crossing techniques. This would involve the
excavation of pits on either side and then boring or tunnelling
under the obstacle using a variety of methods, depending on
the ground conditions. The exact method would be
determined during detailed design.

2.77

Construction of the compressor and multi-junction station,
block valves and the pumping station (collectively known as
the ‘above ground installations’ would involve:

•

pre-construction activities (e.g. site access and the formation
of compound and material stores)

•

erection of secure compound for construction works

•

construction of drainage measures (where required)

•

earthworks to establish foundation levels

•

formation of plant foundation bases

•

construction of the compressor station and / multi-junction
site, block valves and pumping station buildings, pipework
and associated infrastructure, and

•

perimeter re-instatement landscape works and removal of
temporary infrastructure.

Operation and Maintenance
2.78

During the operation of the proposed development, a
programme of pipeline inspection and maintenance would be
implemented including regular air and ground surveillance.

2.79

It is anticipated that once operational, two persons would be
required to operate the above ground installations and 2
persons to operate the offshore (working 24/7 in shift
patterns). Up to 6 persons would be present at the pumping
station from 8am to 5pm for maintenance purposes.

2.80

Regular maintenance of the main elements of the above
ground installations would typically be at intervals of 6 to 12
months. Venting of quantities of CO2 would occur during this
regular maintenance work.

Decommissioning
2.81

The operational lifespan of the proposed development has not
been identified within the Scoping Report. However, the
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pipeline would likely be left in situ once decommissioned and
the above ground installations would likely be dismantled.

The Secretary of State’s Comments
Description of the Application Site and Surrounding Area
2.82

The SoS notes the approach taken in the Scoping Report
where the description of the land for each project element is
provided and then later on a description of the surrounding
area. The SoS considers that is would be best to keep the
description of each element (ie compressor station/block
valve) together with the description of the surrounding area.
This would identify the context of the proposed development,
any relevant designations and sensitive receptors. This
section should identify land that could be directly or indirectly
affected by the proposed development and any associated
auxiliary facilities, landscaping areas and potential off site
mitigation or compensation schemes.

2.83

The Applicant should take care when describing the baseline
conditions of the site and the surrounding area; it should be
clear whether a description (e.g. of a certain area or receptor)
relates to an area located within, or outside of, the DCO
application boundary. For example if stating there are 20
features within a study area, it should be clear how many of
that 20 are located within the application site itself.

2.84

The Scoping Report does not provide baseline information on
the residential receptors located within and in proximity to
the Scoping Corridor; this should be provided within the ES.

2.85

The SoS has noted some inconsistencies within the Scoping
Report, for example the water abstraction points on Figure 5
do not appear to correspond with Figures 6.16-6.20, and the
number of Scheduled Monuments detailed in paragraph
10.4.14 does not correspond to the numbers described in
section 9.6. The Applicant should ensure consistency of
information throughout the ES.

2.86

Some of the figures within the Scoping Report use two or
more very similar colours for separate features (e.g. Figures
5.1 and 8.1); the Applicant should ensure that colours used
on figures within the ES to demarcate areas or identify
features are easily discernable from one another.

2.87

A number of figures within the Scoping Report use a red line
to demarcate features (e.g. historic parks and gardens) and
the ‘study area’; the SoS recommends that to avoid
confusion, all figures use a ‘red-line boundary’ to define the
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application site of the proposed development, and that a red
line is not used for any other features.

Description of the Proposed Development
2.88

The SoS acknowledges and welcomes that the Scoping
Corridor proposed within the Scoping Report is to be refined
by the Applicant further to environmental and technical
investigations. The Applicant should ensure that the
description of the proposed development that is being applied
for is as accurate and firm as possible as this will form the
basis of the environmental impact assessment. It is
understood that at this stage in the evolution of the scheme
the description of the proposals may not be confirmed. The
Applicant should be aware however, that the description of
the development in the ES must be sufficiently certain to
meet the requirements of paragraph 17 of Schedule 4 Part 1
of the EIA Regulations and there should therefore be more
certainty by the time the ES is submitted with the DCO.

2.89

If a draft DCO is to be submitted, the Applicant should clearly
define what elements of the proposed development are
integral to the Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project
(NSIP) and which is ‘associated development’ under the
Planning Act 2008 or is an ancillary matter.

2.90

Any proposed works and/or infrastructure required as
associated development, or as an ancillary matter, (whether
on or off-site) should be considered as part of an integrated
approach to environmental assessment. The Scoping Report
states that associated works would form part of the proposed
development; the ES should clearly describe what these
works would comprise.

2.91

The SoS recommends that the ES should include a clear
description of all aspects of the proposed development, at the
construction, operation and decommissioning stages, and
include:

•

land use requirements

•

site preparation

•

construction processes and methods

•

the nature and quantity of materials used

•

transport routes

•

operational requirements including maintenance activities

•

maintenance activities, and

•

emissions - water, air and soil pollution, noise, vibration,
light, heat, radiation.
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2.92

The ES should provide a clear description of all pipeline
crossings required (e.g. road, railway, watercourses and flood
defences if applicable) and the method to be employed for
each crossing. It would aid in understanding the scheme
description if the crossings were all clearly identified on
figures, and labelled as appropriate. Should any road closures
be required for crossings, these should also be identified
within the ES.

2.93

The SoS would expect the ES to contain figures showing the
layout of the compressor and multi junction station, the block
valves and the pumping station. Likewise, the Scoping Report
states that there would be ‘local pipelines’ to connect the
DVPP and White Rose emitters to the multijunction; these
should be clearly identified on figures within the ES.

2.94

The SoS notes that a fire pond would be required at the
proposed Barmston pumping station which would be capable
of holding 365,000 litres; it would be useful if the physical
size of the pond and a plan is also included in the ES.

2.95

The Scoping Report identifies a ‘Scoping Corridor’. The figures
provided in the ES should clearly identify the application site
for which the DCO is sought by presenting a defined red line
boundary.

2.96

It should be noted that if the proposed development changes
substantially during the EIA process, prior to application
submission, the Applicant may wish to consider the need to
request a new Scoping Opinion.

Proposed Access
2.97

It is noted that a number of new access roads would be
required for the construction phase of the proposed block
valves and pumping station. The ES should also identify how
the compressor and multi junction site would be accessed, as
well as access requirements for the pipeline itself and the
locations of construction compounds.

2.98

The ES should also consider the requirements for access
during the operational phase.

Construction
2.99

The SoS considers that the following information should be
clearly indicated in the ES:

•

timescale and phasing of construction programme

•

construction hours

130327_EN070001_Scoping Opinion

18

Scoping Opinion for
Yorkshire and Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline

•

construction methods and activities associated with each
phase including plant and equipment to be used

•

siting of construction compounds (including on and off site)

•

lighting equipment/requirements

•

number, movements and parking of construction vehicles
(both HGVs and staff), and

•

number of workers, if they are full/part time, and if shift work
is required.

2.100 The

Scoping Report states that an Environmental
Management Plan (EMP) would be produced by the
Applicant’s appointed contractor which will identify those
responsible for overseeing the construction works and outline
a series of established good practice working methods. The
SoS recommends that a draft EMP is appended to the ES,
particularly if the draft DCO places reliance on such a
document to secure mitigation measures.

Operation and Maintenance
2.101 Information on the operation and maintenance of the
proposed development should be included in the ES and
should cover but not be limited to such matters as: the
number of full/part-time jobs; the operational hours and if
appropriate, shift patterns; the number and types of vehicle
movements generated during the operational stage.

2.102 The Scoping Report states that on-site lighting would be

required (paragraph 2.5.4) and the ES should specify the
hours of use and clarify why flood light columns would be
required but as it is stated the site would not be illuminated
at night. The ES should address and clarify these matters.

Decommissioning
2.103 The SoS recommends that the EIA covers the life span of the

proposed development, including construction, operation and
decommissioning.

2.104 The Scoping Report has not indicated the design life of the

proposed development but has stated that the pipeline would
likely be left in situ once decommissioned. The ES should be
clear on the approach to decommissioning of other
infrastructure that is part of the DCO application.

2.105 In terms of decommissioning, the SoS acknowledges that the

further into the future any assessment is made, the less
reliance may be placed on the outcome. However, the
purpose of such a long term assessment is to enable the
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decommissioning of the works to be taken into account in the
design and use of materials such that structures can be taken
down with the minimum of disruption. The process and
methods of decommissioning should be considered and
options presented in the ES.

130327_EN070001_Scoping Opinion

20

Scoping Opinion for
Yorkshire and Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline

3.0 EIA APPROACH AND TOPIC AREAS
Introduction
3.1

This section contains the SoS’s specific comments on the
approach to the ES and topic areas as set out in the Scoping
Report. General advice on the presentation of an ES is
provided at Appendix 3 of this Scoping Opinion and should be
read in conjunction with this Section.

3.2

Applicants are advised that the scope of the DCO application
should be clearly addressed and assessed consistently within
the ES.

ES Approach
3.3

The information provided in the Scoping Report sets out the
proposed approach to the preparation of the ES. Whilst early
engagement on the scope of the ES is to be welcomed, the
SoS notes that the level of information provided at this stage
is not always sufficient to allow for detailed comments from
either the SoS or the consultees.

3.4

The SoS would suggest that the Applicant ensures that
appropriate consultation is undertaken with the relevant
consultees in order to agree wherever possible the timing and
relevance of survey work as well as the methodologies to be
used. The SoS notes and welcomes the consultation
undertaken to date and the intention to finalise the scope of
investigations in conjunction with ongoing stakeholder liaison
and consultation with the relevant regulatory authorities and
their advisors.

3.5

The SoS recommends that the physical scope of the study
areas should be identified under all the environmental topics
and should be sufficiently robust in order to undertake the
assessment. The extent of the study areas should be on the
basis of recognised professional guidance, whenever such
guidance is available. The study areas should also be agreed
with the relevant consultees and, where this is not possible,
this should be stated clearly in the ES and a reasoned
justification given. The scope should also cover the breadth of
the topic area and the temporal scope, and these aspects
should be described and justified.

3.6

The SoS notes the intention to provide information, based on
Table 4.4 of the Scoping Report, confirming which elements
of the proposed development are likely to influence the
assessment for each technical chapter, and considers this to
be a useful approach. In addition to the scheme information
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provided within the Table, the SoS considers that the
temporary use of land for construction compounds and the
maximum number of construction vehicle movements should
be included.

3.7

The Scoping Report states that the exact method of
trenchless crossing techniques would be determined during
detailed design. The Applicant should ensure that all works
required within the DCO are adequately assessed within the
ES.

3.8

The focus of the Scoping Report is primarily on the impact to
the terrestrial environment. The SoS note that the ES should
assess all elements of the proposed development including
construction of the pipeline to the mean low water mark.

3.9

The SoS notes that Table 4.3 of the Scoping Report defines
the level of significance where mitigation is considered
essential using the significance criteria in Table 4.2. A
consistent approach is welcomed however, a number of the
technical chapters contain their own terminology for
determining significance. The SoS advises that a consistent
approach to terminology and methodology should be used
within the ES.

3.10

When proposing mitigation within the ES to reduce impacts,
the applicant should consider how these mitigation measures
would be secured within the DCO. A table listing all the
mitigation in the ES against all the requirements in the DCO
would assist in this regard. It would also help to ensure that
the DCO adequately secures the mitigation required relied
upon in the ES.

Matters to be Scoped Out
3.11

Matters are not scoped out unless specifically addressed and
justified by the Applicant, and confirmed as being scoped out
by the SoS.

3.12

The Applicant has identified in the relevant sections of the
Scoping Report the matters proposed to be ‘scoped out’.
These include:

•

green house gas emissions

•

waste

•

operational vibration

•

operational traffic

3.13

The Scoping Report states that although construction and
operation of the proposed development would lead to the
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generation of green house gases, the project as a whole is
designed to help tackle emissions of CO2 to the atmosphere
and it is therefore considered that the effects will result in a
reduction of greenhouse gas emissions. The Scoping Report
also states ‘once operational, the Onshore Scheme should
have no effects to air quality…there will be periodic (every
few months) venting of Carbon Dioxide…this does not give
rise to conventional emissions with which the air quality
assessment is concerned’. The SoS agrees that the
assessment of greenhouse gases can be scoped out from the
ES.

3.14

The Applicant considers that there is likely to be very little
waste generated as a result of either the construction or
operation of the proposed development. On the basis that
increased traffic during construction, including transport of
waste will be assessed as part of the Traffic, Transport and
Access chapter the SoS agrees to scope out waste during
construction. The SoS also agrees that waste generated
during operation is likely to be below significant levels and
can be scoped out of the assessment. This does not negate
the need for a waste management plan and the requirement
to consider waste arisings in terms of the waste hierarchy.

3.15

Paragraph 12.9.3 of the Scoping Report states that
operational vibration is scoped out due to the distance
between Above Ground Installation’s (AGI) and the nearest
noise sensitive receptors; however the Scoping Report has
not provided any of the distances nor given a qualitative
assessment to justify this conclusion. On the basis of the
information provided, the SoS cannot agree to scope out this
topic.

3.16

Table 13.2 of the Scoping Report states that once operational,
the amount of traffic will be minimal, however the anticipated
number of vehicle movements has not been provided. Whilst
the SoS does not consider that the information provided
within the Scoping Report is sufficiently detailed, it is
acknowledged that vehicle movements would seem likely to
be low during operation and therefore agrees to the proposal
to scope out operational traffic from the assessment.

3.17

The Applicant should note that they are not precluded from
reviewing the scope of their assessment at a later date should
further information become available. Any subsequent
decision to refine the scope of the EIA should be agreed with
the relevant statutory consultees and documented in the ES
in order to demonstrate that topics have not simply been
overlooked.
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3.18

The Applicant is referred to the comments by the
Environment Agency and the need to consider impacts
associated with the pipeline integrity. The SoS agrees that
this should be considered within the scope of the assessment
in particular any impacts associated with abnormal
(breach/leak) operational activities. This could include
primary and secondary procedures in place in the event that
an accident occurs.

3.19

The SoS considers that the dynamic nature of the coastline
environment should be considered in both design and
assessment terms. The ES should demonstrate how predicted
coastal change has been considered and assessed.

3.20

Where topics are scoped out prior to submission of the DCO
application, the ES should still explain the reasoning and
justify the approach taken, in order to demonstrate that
topics have not simply been overlooked.

ES Structure
3.21

The SoS notes the proposed structure of the ES is as follows:

•

Volume A – Non-Technical Summary

•

Volume B – Main Text
o

Introduction

o

Project Description

o

Description of the Study Area

o

Assessment of Alternatives – Design Narrative

o

Legal and policy context for EIA

o

Scope

o

EIA Methodology and Structure

o

Assessment Chapters
-

Water Resources and Flood Risk

-

Soils Geology and Ground Conditions

-

Land Use, Agriculture and Planning

-

Ecology

-

Archaeology and Cultural Heritage

-

Landscape and Visual Assessment

-

Air Quality

-

Noise and Vibration

-

Traffic, Transport and Access
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-

Socio Economics
tourism

-

Cumulative and Interactive Effects

-

Statement of Combined Effects

o

Cumulative Effects

o

Conclusions, and

o

Technical Appendices

including

•

Volume C – Figures

•

Volume D – Appendices

•

Annex I – Statement of Combined Effects

3.22

Recreation

and

The SoS notes that the terminology used in the above list for
topics in the ES differs from that provided in Table 4.1
Scoping Matrix in the Scoping Report.

Topic Areas
Water Resources and Flood Risk (see Scoping Report Section 5)
3.23

The terminology in the Table 4.1 of the Scoping Report refers
to Water Resources including Flood Risk. The terminology
within the ES should be consistent throughout.

3.24

The SoS welcomes that the Applicant has consulted with a
wide rage of bodies in order to determine the baseline
environment and would expect ongoing consultation with
such bodies in agreeing assessment methodology, including
the study area proposed in paragraph 5.4.1 of the Scoping
Report.

3.25

The SoS recommends that a figure is produced within the ES
to identify the flood zones and existing flood defences present
along and in the vicinity of the proposed development.

3.26

The ES should describe the methodology of the watercourse
survey schedule identified in paragraph 5.4.49 of the Scoping
Report.

3.27

The ES should detail how dewatering would be undertaken
i.e. to a suitable area of land or to watercourse provided
suitable settlement is available. The Environment Agency (EA)
should be consulted to agree dewatering methods, points of
discharge and other related issues.

3.28

The Scoping Report states that that a cooling system would
be required for the compressor and multi junction, although
no further details on its operation have been provided at this
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stage. If applicable, the ES should consider the potential
impacts of any discharge that may arise from this system.

3.29

The SoS welcomes the provision of a Flood Risk Assessment
(FRA) and that the scope will be agreed with the EA and
appropriate planning authority. The FRA could form an
appendix to the ES. The potential impacts on the existing
flood defences should be considered.

3.30

It is noted that the Scoping Corridor crosses a number of
canals. The ES should assess the issue of hydraulic
connectivity with these existing features along the proposed
route. At locations where impacts are likely the ES should
include suitable information to demonstrate that these
impacts have been assessed.

3.31

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments of the
Beverley and North Holderness Internal Drainage Board (see
Appendix 2 of this Opinion) with regards to considering the
pipeline
construction
methodology
and
the
Board’s
requirements for pipeline design.

3.32

The assessment proposed in the Scoping Report is focused
solely on the terrestrial area of the application site. The ES
should consider the potential impacts of the proposed
development on the entire application site i.e. including the
intertidal area.

3.33

Mitigation measures should be addressed and the SoS
welcomes that reference is made to other regimes (such as
pollution prevention from the EA). On-going monitoring
should also be addressed and agreed with the relevant
authorities to ensure that any mitigation measures are
effective. In particular the Applicant is referred to comments
from the EA regarding Source Protection Zones (SPZ).

3.34

Paragraph 5.4.50 of the Scoping Report states that coastal
change predictions have been used to inform the choice of
the pumping station site. The SoS considers that it would be
useful to contain an explanation of this within the alternatives
section of the ES to demonstrate how environmental effects
in particular coastal erosion and seal level rise have been
taken into consideration in identifying the location for the
pumping station.

Geology and Ground Conditions (see Scoping Report Section 6)
3.35

The terminology in the Table 4.1 of the Scoping Report refers
to Soils Geology and Contamination. The terminology in the
ES should be consistent throughout.
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3.36

The ES should explain in detail the extent of the study area
and justify the reasons for this.

3.37

Table 16.1 of the Scoping Report states that the low cliffs
around the landfall have erosion rates of between ca. 0.31.2m per year. The ES should consider the potential impacts
of the proposed development on the coastal areas, including
the potential impacts of sediment along the foreshore.

3.38

The SoS notes that some obstacles (road, rail and rivers)
could be crossed by tunnelling. If required information should
be provided in this section on the storage and disposal of
spoil from the tunnelling and trenching operations for the
pipeline. This information should also be used to inform the
traffic and transport section.

3.39

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments of the EA
and the potential for historic land contamination along the
pipeline route.

3.40

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments of the
Coal Authority (see Appendix 2 of this Opinion)

3.41

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to the comments of the
Coal Authority (see Appendix 2 of this Opinion) regarding the
need to consider past coal mining activities within the site in
the form of a risk assessment. Any mitigation measures
required should be reported in the ES.

Land Use and Agriculture (see Scoping Report Section 7)
3.42

The terminology in Table 4.1 of the Scoping Report refers to
Land Use Agriculture and Planning. The terminology in the ES
should be consistent throughout.

3.43

The ES should identify whether any permanent access roads
would be required for the pipeline and/or at the AGI locations
and assess any resultant permanent loss of land if applicable.

3.44

The ES should consider the potential for land sterilisation
along the pipeline route.

3.45

The study area should cover the full extent of the proposed
development, as a minimum, and include the landfall area.
Appropriate cross reference should be made to the socioeconomics chapter within the ES in terms of the effects on
businesses (e.g. farming activities).

3.46

Table
4.1
of
the
Scoping
Report
indicates
that
decommissioning will not be considered for this section,
however Table 7.1 indicates a minor benefit of a return to
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agriculture should the AGIs be removed. The SoS refers the
Applicant to comments made above at paragraph 2.104. The
ES should address decommissioning in relation to all elements
of the proposed development.

Ecology (see Scoping Report Section 8)
3.47

The terminology in Table 4.1 of the Scoping Report refers to
Ecology and Nature Conservation. The terminology in the ES
should be consistent throughout.

3.48

The SoS notes that a number of the surveys are well
advanced and welcomes the consultation that has taken place
to date with the thematic group and Natural England (NE), in
particular with regards to agreeing the scope of the surveys
and assessment methodology. The SoS expects such
consultation to continue throughout the EIA process.

3.49

The SoS notes that the chosen scoping corridor is significant
up to 75km long and varies in width. The Scoping Report
states that it will not be practical to survey the entire scoping
corridor for birds. The SoS confirms that the extent of
ecological surveys should include all potentially affected land
and receptors. Surveys should be agreed with NE and other
relevant consultees and reported within the ES.

3.50

The SoS refers the Applicant to comments raised by EA in
relation to proposed river crossings and the potential impacts
to ecology. The SoS agrees that the ES should assess impacts
associated with the proposed construction method for
watercourse crossings.

3.51

The Scoping Corridor extends to the mean low water mark.
The Applicant should ensure their study area is sufficiently
large to address the potential impacts of the proposed
development on the ecological receptors in the coastal area,
including within the intertidal zone.

3.52

Table 8.6 of the Scoping Report states that emissions to air
are unlikely to be a significant factor to be considered within
the assessment. The SoS notes that the Scoping Corridor
crosses two SSSIs and considers that the potential for
impacts on designated sites resulting from emissions should
be addressed and cross referenced appropriately within the
ES.

3.53

If lighting is to be employed during construction and
operation, the potential impacts on ecological receptors
should be considered.
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3.54

The ES states that specific locations of badgers will not be
mapped due to issues of confidentiality. There is no express
legal basis for the use of confidential appendices or annexes
in Environmental Statements, although these are used
routinely under other legislative regimes. Where such
information is submitted (voluntarily) the practice to date by
the Planning Inspectorate has been to withhold publication or
placing on deposit of the information. If the application is
accepted the Examining Authority (ExA) will need to consider
this information during the examination in addition to the
relevant Statutory Nature Conservation Bodies (SNCB) and
other bodies with a legitimate interest.

Archaeology and Cultural Heritage (see Scoping Report Section
9)
3.55

The SoS welcomes the early consultation that has taken place
to determine the baseline environment and assessment
methodology.
The 1km buffer area either side of the
proposed route corridor described in paragraph 9.4.2 of the
Scoping Report should also be agreed with consultees and
based on recognised guidance.

3.56

The SoS notes from Figure 9.1 of the Scoping Report that a
number of listed buildings and Scheduled Monuments are
located within the Scoping Corridor. The Applicant should
consider the potential for vibration from vehicular movements
and construction activities (e.g. piling) to impact upon
designated features and appropriate cross reference made to
the noise and vibration chapter in the ES.

3.57

Cross reference should be made to the Landscape and Visual
section of the ES especially regarding the visual impacts on
the historic setting during construction.

3.58

The SoS notes the inclusion of detailed consideration of
impacts to hedgerows within the ecology chapter. The SoS
also considers that the significance of any historic hedgerows
affected should also be assessed.

Landscape and Visual (see Scoping Report Section 10)
3.59

This section of the Scoping Report does not contain a
significance matrix; this should be included within the ES if it
differs from the matrix provided in Table 4.2 of the Scoping
Report.

3.60

The Scoping Reports states that pipeline route is unlikely to
have a significant effect during construction because the
works will be temporary and short term. The proposal is for a
high level appraisal based on the identification of main
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settlements/receptors, proximity and duration of works. The
SoS does not agree that a ‘high level’ assessment is suitable
for these proposals. The SoS considers that there is potential
for significant effects over a long period resulting from the
removal of landscape features and the sterilisation of land use
along the pipeline route. Therefore these impacts should be
assessed fully within the ES.

3.61

The SoS notes the Applicants’ proposed approach to
identifying the study area based upon the characteristics of
individual project elements. The SoS considers that this
approach should be kept under review and where appropriate
widen the study area to take into account more distant visual
effects for sensitive receptors.

3.62

The SoS notes and agrees with the proposed approach at
paragraph 10.5.5 of the Scoping Report to assess the extent
to which the loss of features and the introduction of the
proposals would influence the site and wider landscape
character. The SoS considers that the proposed development
should avoid established landscape features especially
Ancient Woodland where possible (see response by the
Forestry Commission). Where this is not possible a detailed
justification should be provided along with suitable mitigation
and monitoring plans.

3.63

Paragraph 10.5.6 of the Scoping Report explains that in
addition to the prominent above ground infrastructure the
Visual Assessment will include a description and evaluation of
potential, temporary changes in visual amenity experienced
(at a general level) within the site and in views from agreed
locations. The SoS considers the assessment should include a
detailed explanation/justification to support the agreed view
locations within the ES.

3.64

The landscape and visual assessment in the scoping report
refers to the Zone of Theoretical Visibility (ZTV) for each
above ground installation. The SoS advises that the ES should
describe the model used, provide information on the area
covered and the timing of any survey work and the
methodology used. The SoS welcomes that viewpoints will be
agreed with statutory consultees including in particular the
local planning authority.

3.65

Paragraph 10.6.4 of the Scoping Report identifies the
potential for night time lighting; the ES should clarify whether
this would be required for both construction and operation
and assess the potential impacts accordingly.
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Air Quality (see Scoping Report Section 11)
3.66

Paragraph 11.1.2 of the Scoping Report identifies the
potential for impacts upon air quality as a result of emissions
from plant on site and emissions from construction traffic;
however the Scoping Report does not consider this further.
The ES should quantify the number of vehicle movements
during construction and assess the potential impacts of
emissions.

3.67

Table 11.1 of the Scoping Report states that operational
vehicle movements and maintenance activities are likely to
result in negligible effects to air quality, however does not
provide any data to support this conclusion. This information
should be included within the ES to provide evidence as to
why a further assessment is not required.

3.68

The Applicant is referred to the SoS comments at paragraph
3.18 of this Scoping Opinion. The assessment for air quality
should include consideration of abnormal operating conditions
including the potential effect in the event of a leak or breach
in the pipeline.

3.69

Air quality and dust levels should be considered not only on
site but also off site, including along access roads, local
footpaths and other Public Rights of Way (PRoW).

3.70

Consideration should be given to appropriate mitigation
measures including the monitoring of dust complaints.

Noise and Vibration (see Scoping Report Section 12)
3.71

The ES should clearly identity the activities that have the
potential to cause adverse noise and vibration impacts.

3.72

This section of the Scoping Report is entitled ‘Noise and
Vibration’ however is focussed on noise. The Scoping Report
states that significantly adverse vibration effects during both
construction and operational phases are not expected; this
should be clearly justified within the ES. The SoS would
expect the ES not to overlook the potential impacts of
vibration, particularly given the potential for piling to take
place during construction, as identified in paragraph 16.2.12
of the Scoping Report.

3.73

Table 12.1 of the Scoping Report states that operational
maintenance activities are likely to be negligible, however it
does not provide any data to support this conclusion. The SoS
considers that the noise and vibration assessment should take
into
consideration
noise
generated
during
routine
maintenance activities.
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3.74

The Scoping Report states that noise from block valves would
be negligible (paragraph 12.4.4 of the Scoping Report) and is
therefore excluded from the scope of further assessment (this
is contrary to Table 4.1 which states that the closest noise
sensitive receptors to the three block valves will be included
within the spatial scope). No information has been provided
within the Scoping Report to justify this statement, and the
SoS considers that this should be provided within the ES. The
Applicant should agree their approach with the relevant
consultees to ensure that they have assessed all relevant
elements of the proposed developments within the noise and
vibration assessment.

3.75

The SoS welcomes the consideration of decommissioning at a
qualitative level and that the choice of noise receptors will be
agreed with the relevant Environmental Health Officers. The
SoS recommends that the Applicant also consults with the EA.

3.76

Noise and vibration levels along the foreshore potentially
affecting mammals, birds and fish should be also be
addressed.

3.77

The noise and vibration assessments should take account of
the traffic movements along access routes, especially during
the construction phase.

3.78

Consideration should be given to monitoring noise complaints
during construction and when the development is operational.

Traffic, Transport and Access (see Scoping Report Section 13)
3.79

The SoS welcomes the development of the assessment of
transport impacts in association with the local highways
authority and the Highways Agency (HA). The SoS would
expect on-going discussions and agreement, where possible,
with such bodies.

3.80

The SoS recommends identifying the proposed access routes,
including the junctions and roads detailed in paragraph 13.3.3
of the Scoping Report, on a figure within the ES.

3.81

Transport of the spoil stored temporarily on site should be
addressed in terms of the form of transport and the possible
routing.

3.82

The SoS notes that the spatial scope of the assessment
described within Table 4.1 of the Scoping Report includes the
assessment of temporary highway works and stopping up or
diversion of PRoW and Highways. This is not however
addressed within the section on Traffic, Transport and Access
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of the Scoping Report; the SoS considers that this information
should be provided within the ES.

3.83

The SoS recommends that the ES should take account of the
location of footpaths and any PRoW including bridleways and
byways. The ES should clearly set out impacts on access
including within the wider area. It is important to minimise
hindrance to users where possible. A clear indication should
be given as to how the development will affect the existing
and future facilities along the estuary and what mitigation
would be appropriate in the short, medium and long term.

3.84

The ES should identify the potential requirements for
abnormal loads during the construction phase (paragraph
13.3.1 of the Scoping Report).

3.85

Mitigation measures should be considered such as a travel
plan and sourcing materials so as to minimise transport.

Socio Economics including Recreation and Tourism (see
Scoping Report Section 14)
3.86

The SoS recommends that the types of jobs generated should
be considered in the context of the available workforce in the
area, this applies equally to the construction and operational
stages.

3.87

The SoS welcomes the provision of a beach survey. The
Applicant should ensure that the timing, approach and
methodology for surveys are agreed with relevant consultees
to ensure that an accurate representation of beach use is
available for the assessment.

Cumulative Effects (see Scoping Report Section 15)
3.88

The SoS refers the Applicant to the advice provided at
Appendix 3 of this Scoping Opinion in relation to cumulative
impacts and inter-relationships between environmental
factors.

3.89

Care should be taken in the terminology that is applied in the
ES. Type one cumulative effects may more appropriately be
described in the context of inter-relationships, as required by
paragraph 19, Schedule 4 of the EIA Regulations. Advice on
inter-relationships and cumulative effects is provided in
Appendix 3 of this Scoping Opinion.

Statement of Combined Effects (see Scoping Report Section 16)
3.90

The SoS refers the Applicant to the advice provided at
Appendix 3 of this Scoping Opinion in relation to cumulative
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impacts and inter-relationships between environmental
factors. The SoS welcomes the inclusion of the statement of
combined effects of the proposed development with the
offshore scheme and the consideration of inter-scheme
effects on shared receptors.

3.91

With reference to Table 16.2 of the Scoping Report, the
proposed development extends to the mean low water mark
and as such the potential for impacts upon coastal processes,
marine mammals and water quality should not be omitted
from the statement of combined effects.

3.92

It is unclear from the Scoping Report whether a construction
methodology for the offshore pipeline has been determined as
reference is made to both surface laying (paragraph 16.2.2)
and trenching (paragraph 16.2.7). The description of the
offshore scheme should be consistent throughout the ES, and
should a construction method not be defined, the worst case
should be assessed within the ES.
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4.0 OTHER INFORMATION
4.1

This section does not form part of the SoS’s opinion as to the
information to be provided in the environmental statement.
However, it does respond to other issues that the SoS has
identified which may help to inform the preparation of the
application for the DCO.

Habitats Regulations Assessment (HRA)
4.2

The SoS notes that a number of European sites may be
located within 5km of the proposed development including
the Humber Estuary Ramsar, SPA and SAC; Lower Derwent
Valley Ramsar and SPA; River Derwent SAC; Thorne and
Hatfield Moors, SPA and SAC; and Flamborough Head SAC
and SPA. It is the Applicant’s responsibility to provide
sufficient information to the Competent Authority (CA) to
enable them to carry out a HRA if required. The Applicant
should note that the CA is the SoS.

4.3

The Applicant’s attention is drawn to The Infrastructure
Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure)
Regulations 2009 (as amended) (The APFP Regulations) and
the need to include information identifying European sites to
which the Habitats Regulations applies or any Ramsar site or
potential SPA which may be affected by a proposal. The
submitted information should be sufficient for the competent
authority to make an appropriate assessment (AA) of the
implications for the site if required by Regulation 61(1) of the
Habitats Regulations.

4.4

The report to be submitted under Regulation 5(2)(g) of the
APFP Regulations with the application must deal with two
issues: the first is to enable a formal assessment by the CA of
whether there is a likely significant effect; and the second,
should it be required, is to enable the carrying out of an AA
by the CA.

4.5

When considering aspects of the environment likely
affected by the proposed development; including flora,
soil, water, air and the inter-relationship between
consideration should be given to the designated sites
vicinity of the proposed development.

4.6

Further information with regard to the HRA process is
contained within Planning Inspectorate’s Advice Note 10
available on the National Infrastructure Planning’s website.
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Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs)
4.7

The SoS notes that a number of SSSIs are located close to or
within the proposed development. Where there may be
potential impacts on the SSSIs, the SoS has duties under
sections 28(G) and 28(I) of the Wildlife and Countryside Act
1981 (as amended) (the W&C Act). These are set out below
for information.

4.8

Under s28(G), the SoS has a general duty ‘… to take
reasonable steps, consistent with the proper exercise of the
authority’s functions, to further the conservation and
enhancement of the flora, fauna or geological or
physiographical features by reason of which the site is of
special scientific interest’.

4.9

Under s28(I), the SoS must notify the relevant nature
conservation body (NCB), NE in this case, before authorising
the carrying out of operations likely to damage the special
interest features of a SSSI. Under these circumstances
28 days must elapse before deciding whether to grant
consent, and the SoS must take account of any advice
received from the NCB, including advice on attaching
conditions to the consent. The NCB will be notified during the
examination period.

4.10

If applicants consider it likely that notification may be
necessary under s28(I), they are advised to resolve any
issues with the NCB before the DCO application is submitted
to the SoS. If, following assessment by applicants, it is
considered that operations affecting the SSSI will not lead to
damage of the special interest features, applicants should
make this clear in the ES. The application documents
submitted in accordance with Regulation 5(2)(l) could also
provide this information. Applicants should seek to agree with
NE the DCO requirements which will provide protection for
the SSSI before the DCO application is submitted.

European Protected Species (EPS)
4.11

The Applicant should also be aware that the decision maker
under the Planning Act 2008 (PA 2008) has, as the CA, a duty
to engage with the Habitats Directive.

4.12

The SoS considers that there is potential for the presence of
EPS within the study area for the proposed development.
Where a potential risk to an EPS is identified and before
making a decision to grant development consent the CA
must, amongst other things, address the derogation tests in
Regulation 53 of the Habitats Regulations. Therefore the
Applicant may wish to provide information which will assist

130327_EN070001_Scoping Opinion

36

Scoping Opinion for
Yorkshire and Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline

the decision maker to meet this duty. Where required the
Applicant should, in consultation with NE, agree appropriate
requirements to secure necessary mitigation.

4.13

If the Applicant has concluded (in consultation with NE) that
an EPS licence is required the ExA will need to understand
whether there is any impediment to the licence being
granted. It would assist the examination if the Applicant could
provide with the application confirmation from NE whether
they intend to issue the licence in due course.

Other regulatory regimes
4.14

The SoS recommends that the Applicant should state clearly
what regulatory areas are addressed in the ES and that the
Applicant should ensure that all relevant authorisations,
licences, permits and consents that are necessary to enable
operations to proceed are described in the ES. Also it should
be clear that any likely significant effects of the proposed
development which may be regulated by other statutory
regimes have been properly taken into account in the ES.

4.15

It will not necessarily follow that the granting of consent
under one regime will ensure consent under another regime.
For those consents not capable of being included in an
application for consent under the PA 2008, the SoS will
require a level of assurance or comfort from the relevant
regulatory authorities that the proposal is acceptable and
likely to be approved, before they make a recommendation or
decision on an application. The Applicant is encouraged to
make early contact with other regulators. Information from
the Applicant about progress in obtaining other permits,
licences or consents, including any confirmation that there is
no obvious reason why these will not subsequently be
granted, will be helpful in supporting an application for
development consent to the SoS.
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APPENDIX 1
List of Consultees

130327_EN070001_Scoping Opinion

38

Scoping Opinion for
Yorkshire and Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline

130327_EN070001_Scoping Opinion

39

APPENDIX 1
LIST OF BODIES FORMALLY CONSULTED DURING THE
SCOPING EXERCISE
CONSULTEE

ORGANISATION

The Health and Safety Executive
The Relevant Strategic Health Authority
Natural England
The Historic Buildings and Monuments
Commission for England
The Relevant Fire and Rescue Authority

Health and Safety Executive
NHS Yorkshire and the Humber
Natural England
English Heritage

The Relevant Police and Crime
Commissioner

The Relevant Parish Council(s) or
Relevant Community Council

Humberside Fire and Rescue
South Yorkshire Fire & Rescue
North Yorkshire Fire & Rescue Service
The Police and Crime Commissioner for
Humberside
South Yorkshire Police and Crime
Commissioner
The Police and Crime Commissioner for
North Yorkshire
Selby Parish Council
Cliffe Parish Council
Balne Parish Council
Temple Hirst Parish Council
Carlton Parish Council
Newland Parish Council
Burn Parish Council
Camblesforth Parish Council
Barlow Parish Council
Brayton Parish Council
Hirst Courtney Parish Council
Drax Parish Council
Long Drax Parish Council
Hemingbrough Parish Council
Thorne Parish Council
Cantley with Branton Parish Council
Hatfield Town Council
Barnby Dun with Kirk Sandall Parish
Council
Stainforth Parish Council
Fishlake Parish Council
Sykehouse Parish Council
Blaxton Parish Council
Armthorpe Parish Council
Edenthorpe Parish Council
Moss Parish Council
Snaith and Cowick Town Council
Kilpin Parish Council
Spaldington Parish Council
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Holme upon Spalding Moor Parish
Council
Hotham Parish Council
Cherry Burton Parish Council
Market Weighton Town Council
Londesborough Parish Council
Warter Parish Council
Middleton Parish Council
Lund Parish Council
Lockington Parish Council
Leven Parish Council
Beswick Parish Council
Watton Parish Council
Hutton Cranswick Parish Council
Garton Parish Council
Nafferton Parish Council
Cottam Parish Council
Kilham Parish Council
Harpham Parish Council
Burton Agnes Parish Council
Rudston Parish Council
Goole Fields Parish Council
Rawcliffe Parish Council
Airmyn Parish Council
Howden Town Council
Wressle Parish Council
Bubwith Parish Council
Foggathorpe Parish Council
Seaton Ross Parish Council
Gilberdyke Parish Council
Newport Parish Council
Eastrington Parish Council
North and South Cliffe Parish Council
Newbald Parish Council
Sancton Parish Council
Everingham Parish Council
Shipton Thorpe Parish Council
Goodmanham Parish Council
Etton Parish Council
Dalton Holme Parish Council
North Dalton Parish Council
Bainton Parish Council
Tibthorpe Parish Council
Brandesburton Parish Council
Kirkburn Parish Council
Skerne and Wansford Parish Council
Driffield Town Council
North Frodingham Parish Council
Beeford Parish Council
Foston Parish Council
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The Environment Agency
The Commission for Architecture and
The Built Environment
The Equality and Human Rights
Commission
The Homes and Communities Agency
The Joint Nature Conservation
Committee
The Commission for Rural Communities
The Maritime and Coastguard Agency
The Marine and Fisheries Agency (now
the MMO - English Waters)
The Scottish Fisheries Protection Agency
The Highways Agency
Integrated Transport Authorities (ITAs)
and Passenger Transport Executives
(PTEs)
The Relevant Highways Authority

The Passengers Council
The Disabled Persons Transport Advisory
Committee
The Coal Authority
The Office Of Rail Regulation
Approved Operator
The Gas and Electricity Markets
Authority
The Water Services Regulation Authority
The Relevant Waste Regulation Authority
The Relevant Internal Drainage Board

Skipsea Parish Council
Lissett and Ulrome Parish Council
Carnaby Parish Council
Pollington Parish Council
Gowdall Parish Council
Hook Parish Council
Barmby on the Marsh Parish Council
Asselby Parish Council
Kelk Parish Council
Belton Parish Council
Wroot Parish Council
Epworth Town Council
Crowle and Ealand Town Council
Barmston and Fraisthorpe Council
The Environment Agency
CABE at Design Council
Equality and Human Rights Commission
Homes and Communities Agency
Joint Nature Conservation Committee
The Commission for Rural Communities
Maritime & Coastguard Agency
Marine Management Organisation
Marine Scotland
The Highways Agency
South Yorkshire Integrated Transport
Authority (SYITA)
South Yorkshire Passenger Transport
Executive
East Riding of Yorkshire Council
Selby District Council
Doncaster Council
Passenger Focus
Disabled Persons Transport Advisory
Committee
The Coal Authority
Office of Rail Regulation
Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd
Network Rail (CTRL) Ltd
OFGEM
OFWAT
The Environment Agency
The Shire Group of Internal Drainage
Boards
York Consortium of Drainage Boards
Lower Aire & Don Consortia of Drainage
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The British Waterways Board (Now the
Canal and River Trust)
Trinity House
The Health Protection Agency
The Relevant Local Resilience forum

The Crown Estate Commissioners
The Forestry Commission

Boards
The Canal and River Trust
Trinity House
Health Protection Agency
Humber Emergency Planning Service
South Yorkshire Local Resilience Forum
North Yorkshire Local Resilience Forum
The Crown Estate
Forestry Commission

Relevant Statutory Undertakers
Strategic Health Authority
NHS Foundation Trusts

Primary Care Trusts

Acute Trusts
Ambulance Trusts
Railway

Water Transport
Canal Or Inland Navigation Authorities
Canal Or Inland Navigation Authorities
Dock
Harbour

Lighthouse
Universal Service Provider
Relevant Homes and Communities
Agency
Relevant Environment Agency
Water and Sewage Undertakers
Public Gas Transporter

NHS Yorkshire and the Humber
Northern Lincolnshire and Goole
Hospitals NHS Foundation Trust
York Teaching Hospital NHS Foundation
Trust
Doncaster and Bassetlaw Hospitals NHS
Foundation Trust
NHS North Lincolnshire
NHS East Riding of Yorkshire
NHS Doncaster
NHS North Yorkshire and York
Scarborough and North East Yorkshire
Health Care NHS Trust
Yorkshire Ambulance Service NHS Trust
Network Rail Infrastructure Ltd
BRB Residuary Limited
Network Rail (CTRL) Ltd
The Canal and River Trust
Driffield Navigation
The Environment Agency - Yorkshire
Associated British Ports - Humber
Estuary Services
Bridlington Harbour Commissioners
Associated British Ports - Humber
Estuary Services
Trinity House
Royal Mail Group
Homes and Communities Agency
The Environment Agency
Severn Trent
Yorkshire Water
British Gas Pipelines Limited
Energetics Gas Limited
ES Pipelines Ltd
ESP Connections Ltd
ESP Networks Ltd
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Electricity Generators With CPO Powers
Electricity Distributors With CPO Powers

Electricity Transmitters With CPO Powers

ESP Pipelines Ltd
Fulcrum Pipelines Limited
GTC Pipelines Limited
Independent Pipelines Limited
LNG Portable Pipeline Services Limited
National Grid Gas Plc
National Grid Plc
Northern Gas Networks Limited
Quadrant Pipelines Limited
SSE Pipelines Ltd
The Gas Transportation Company
Limited
Utility Grid Installations Limited
Drax Power Limited
Energetics Electricity Limited
ESP Electricity Limited
Independent Power Networks Limited
The Electricity Network Company
Limited
Northern Powergrid (Yorkshire) plc
National Grid Electricity Transmission
Plc

Section 43 Consultees
Marine Management Organisation
(English Waters)
National Park Authority

Local Authority

Marine Management Organisation
North York Moors National Park
Authority
Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority
Cumbria County Council
Lancashire County Council
North Yorkshire County Council
Nottinghamshire County Council
Barnsley Council
Doncaster Council
Leeds City Council
Rotherham Metropolitan Borough
Council
Wakefield Council
Bassetlaw District Council
Harrogate Borough Council
Ryedale District Council
Scarborough Borough Council
Selby District Council
Hull City Council
County Durham Council
Darlington Council
East Riding of Yorkshire Council
Middlesbrough Council
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North Lincolnshire Council
Redcar and Cleveland Council
Stockton-on-Tees Council
York Council
Non Prescribed Consultees
Ministry of Defence
Royal National Lifeboat Institution

MoD
Royal National Lifeboat Institution

Note: the Prescribed Consultees have been consulted in
accordance with the Planning Inspectorate’s Advice Note 3
‘Consultation and notification undertaken by the Planning
Inspectorate’ (May 2012).
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APPENDIX 2
Respondents to Consultation and Copies
of Replies

APPENDIX 2
LIST OF BODIES WHO REPLIED BY THE STATUTORY
DEADLINE
ABPorts
Asselby Parish Council
Bainton Parish Council
Barmston and Fraisthorpe Parish Council
Beswick Parish Council
Beverley and North Holderness Internal Drainage Board
Blaxton Parish Council
Burton Agnes Parish Council
Coal Authority
Darlington Borough Council
Doncaster Council
Durham County Council
E S Pipelines Ltd, ESP Networks Ltd, ESP Pipelines Ltd, ESP Electricity
Ltd and ESP Connections Ltd
English Heritage
Environment Agency
Forestry Commission
Goodmanham Paris Council
Gowdall Parish Council
Health and Safety Executive
Health Protection Agency
Homes and Community Agency
Kirkburn Parish Council
Market Weight Town Council
MMO
Natural England
Network Rail
North Frodingham Parish Council
North York Moors National Park Authority
North Yorkshire County Council
Selby District Council
Skipsea Parish Council
Spaldington Parish Council
Stockton Borough Council
Trinity House
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Ian Spikings [ISpikings@abports.co.uk]

Sent:

22 February 2013 10:58

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: Proposed Yorkshire & HUmber CCS Cross Country Pipeline - Ref 130218_EN070001_1660273
Dear Hannah Pratt
In response to your letter dated 18 February 2013, on behalf of the Harbour Master Humber, Capt Phil
Cowing, the 10-2574-RPT-0033 Scoping Report has been reviewed and this phase of the work does not
appear to impact on our Statutory Harbour Area and at this stage we do not have any comments to offer.

Regards

Capt Ian Spikings | Marine Administration Manager - Humber Estuary Services
| PO Box 1 | Port House | Northern Gateway | Hull HU9 5PQ |
Use HU9 5NS for Sat-Nav's
Tel: (01482) 608405 | Fax: (01482) 608432 | email: ispikings@abports.co.uk
HES www.humber.com AOLn www.abpnotify.co.uk

The information contained in this email may be privileged and/or confidential. If you are not the
intended recipient, use of this information (including disclosure, copying or distribution) may be
unlawful, therefore please inform the sender and delete the message immediately. The views
expressed in this email are not necessarily those held by Associated British Ports who do not
accept liability for any action taken in reliance on the contents of this message (other than where
the company has a legal or regulatory obligation to do so) or for the consequences of any
computer viruses which may have been transmitted by this email.
All emails sent to or from an Associated British Ports' email account are securely archived and
stored by an external supplier within the European Union.

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet
anti-virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs.
(CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s
IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be
automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************

19/03/2013
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Hannah Nelson
From:

susan oates [

Sent:

13 March 2013 13:18

To:

Environmental Services

]

Subject: CCS Cross Country Pipeline - FAO Hannah Pratt Ref 130218_ EN070001 _1660273

Hello,
Asselby Parish Council do not have any comments to make as they have had no information
regarding the exact route if the proposed pipeline. Information showing a 'corridor' that may or
may not affect the parish is the only documentation received.
I have rang the National Grid phone number you gave me when I contacted you after receving
your correspondence but, after three phone calls leaving my name and phone number each time,
no one has called me back.
Regards
Sue Oates - Clerk to Asselby Parish Council
This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet
anti-virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs.
(CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s
IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be
automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************

19/03/2013
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Sheila West [

Sent:

04 March 2013 17:36

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: Your ref 130218_EN070001_1660273 Consultation on Proposal by National Grid Carbon Ltd

FAO Hannah Pratt
Thank you for your letter dated 18 February, regarding the above.
I note the date for comments is 18 March. The next meeting of Bainton Parish Council is not until 25
March, so an extension would be needed for the council to be able to comment, should it so choose
Can you please let me know if this is acceptable?
Thank you
Sheila West
Clerk to Bainton Parish Council

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet
anti-virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs.
(CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s
IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be
automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************

19/03/2013

BARMSTON & FRAISTHORPE PARISH COUNCIL

14th March 2013
Via Email to: environmentalservices@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk
Hannah Pratt
The Planning Inspectorate
3/18 Eagle Wing
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Bristol
BS1 6PN

Your Ref: 130218_EN070001_1660273

Dear Ms Pratt
Yorkshire & Humber Carbon Capture and Storage Cross Country Pipeline
We refer to your letter of the 18th February requesting any comments we
may have concerning the information to be provided in an environmental
statement relating to the above project.
The Parish Council has a number of concerns about this project as follows:
1. Visual impact of the proposed building to be erected on cliff top
arable land.
2. Impact on local wildlife, floral and fauna, during the installation and
building of the pipeline and ancillary buildings.
3. Impact on the local rural communities of Barmston and Fraisthorpe
villages and outlying farms during the installation and building of the
pipeline and ancillary buildings.
4. Suitability of the soil through which the proposed route of the pipeline is
planned – the stability and type of soil is not considered by the Parish
Council to be adequate to hold this type of pipeline.
5. Ability to re-instate arable and other land, once the pipeline has been
laid, to its original state and to re-instate any subsequent subsidence after
the soil has settled.
6. Full and exhaustive consideration of archeological remains which the
proposed pipeline and ancilliary buildings may disturb.

7. Impact of construction vehicles and workings on the local community
during installation of the pipeline and building of ancilliary buildings.
8. Impact of vehicle movements on local roads during the period of
construction.
9. Disturbance of arable land for access purposes.
10. Adequate precautions in case of any rupture to the pipeline or
leakage in the ancilliary buildings.
11. How will any leakage of the inert gas be contained and what methods
will be in place to stop any leakage of gas spreading over the local
community.
These comments above have been specifically aimed at the construction
period of the pipeline but do, of course, also apply to the ongoing
situation should such a project be given approval to go ahead.
The comments we have made are only very wide issues as I am sure you
will have the more detailed requirements of an environmental study
already well documented.
We do have grave concerns about the overall concept of this project
and hold the safety of our local community as of paramount importance.
Yours sincerely
For Barmston & Fraisthorpe Parish Council

Rosemary Swift
Clerk to Barmston & Fraisthorpe Parish Council
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Samantha Lowey [

Sent:

14 March 2013 10:12

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: Carbon Capture Storage

Ref: 130218_EN070001_1660273

Dear Ms Pratt,
Please find below the comments from Beswick Parish Council regarding the Carbon Capture
Storage:
The Parish Council indicate that they want an evaluation of the disruption to any rights of
way and the impact on any waterways, both during and after construction. We would also
ask for an assessment of the amenity impact of the above ground inspection chambers.

Regards

Samantha Lowey
Clerk to Beswick Parish Council

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet
anti‐virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs.
(CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s
IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************
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UNCLASSIFIED
200 Lichfield Lane
Berry Hill
Mansfield
Nottinghamshire
NG18 4RG
Tel:

01623 637 119 (Planning Enquiries)

Email: planningconsultation@coal.gov.uk
Web:

www.coal.decc.gov.uk/services/planning

For the Attention of Hannah Pratt
EIA and Land Rights Adviser
The Planning Inspectorate
[By Email: environmentalservices@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk]
11 March 2013
Dear Ms Pratt
EIA SCOPING OPINION:
Proposed Yorkshire and Humber Carbon Capture and Storage (CCS) Cross
Country Pipeline
Thank you for your consultation letter of 18 February 2013 seeking the views of The
Coal Authority on the EIA Scoping Opinion for the above proposal.
The Coal Authority is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the Department of
Energy and Climate Change. The Coal Authority has a duty to respond to planning and
other development applications in order to protect the public and the environment in
mining areas.
The Coal Authority Response
The proposed EIA development is located partly within the defined coalfield; parts of the
site are therefore likely to have been subject to past coal mining activity.
The past coal mining activities within the site should be fully considered as part of the
Environmental Statement (ES); this should take the form of a risk assessment, together
with any necessary mitigation measures.
Consideration of Coal Mining Issues in the ES
There are a number of coal mining legacy issues that can potentially pose a risk to new
development and therefore should be considered as part of an Environmental
Statement for development proposals within coalfield areas:
1
Protecting the public and the environment in coal mining areas

 The location and stability of abandoned mine entries
 The extent and stability of shallow mine workings
 Outcropping coal seams and unrecorded mine workings
 Hydrogeology, minewater and minegas
In addition, consideration should be afforded as part of development proposals and
the ES to the following:
 Whether Coal Authority permission is required to intersect, enter, or disturb
any coal or coal workings during site investigation or development work
Coal Mining Information
Information on these issues can be obtained from The Coal Authority's Property Search
Services Team (Tel:
or via the website: www.groundstability.com) or
book an appointment to visit The Coal Authority’s Mining Records Centre in Mansfield
to view our mining information (Tel:
I trust this is acceptable, please do not hesitate to contact me if you require any
additional information or would like to discuss this matter further.
Yours sincerely

David Berry B.Sc.(Hons), MA, MRTPI
Planning Liaison Manager
Copy to: Roy Sykes, Doncaster Council (tsi@doncaster.gov.uk)

2
Protecting the public and the environment in coal mining areas
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Roy Merrett [Roy.Merrett@darlington.gov.uk]

Sent:

05 March 2013 10:18

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: Proposed Yorkshire and Humber Carbon Capture and Storage Cross Country Pipeline F.A.O
Hannah Pratt
Dear Sirs,
I refer to your consultation dated 18 February 2013 regarding the applicant's request for a scopong
opinion on the above project. I can confirm that Darlington Borough Council do not have any comments.
Yours faithfully,
Roy Merrett
Development Manager
Services for Place
Darlington Borough Council
Town Hall
Darlington
DL1 5QT
tel:
email:- roy.merrett@darlington.gov.uk
---------------------------------DISCLAIMER
1. Any opinions or statements expressed in this e mail are those of the individual and not necessarily
those of Darlington Borough Council.
2. This e mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and solely for the use of the intended
recipient. If you receive this in error, please do not disclose any information to anyone and notify the
sender at the above address.
3. Darlington Borough Council's computer systems and communications may be monitored to ensure
effective operation of the system and for other lawful purposes.
4. Although we have endeavoured to ensure that this e mail and any attachments are free from any virus
we would advise you to take any necessary steps to ensure that they are actually virus free.

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet
anti-virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs.
(CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s
IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
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National Grid Carbon Limited
C/o The Planning Inspectorate (Hannah
Pratt)
3/18 Eagel Wing
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Bristol
BS1 6PN

Contact:
Tel:
E-Mail:
Website:
Our Ref:
Date:

Roy Sykes
roy.sykes@doncaster.gov.uk
www.doncaster.gov.uk
13/00430/SCOP
1st March 2013

Dear Sir/Madam
Proposal

Request for an Environmental Impact Assessment scoping opinion for the
proposed National Grid's Yorkshire and Humber Carbon Capture and
Storage (CCS) Cross Country Pipeline

Location

From Stainforth Northwards Doncaster DN7 5TZ

Thank you for your Screening Opinion submission which has been received on 27th
February 2013.
The officer dealing with your submission is Roy Sykes The reference number and
telephone number are shown at the top of this letter.
You can track the progress of your submission and view documents by logging onto
Doncaster Metropolitan Borough Council’s Website.
Yours faithfully

Scott Cardwell
Assistant Director of Development

Development Management Civic Office, Waterdale, Doncaster, DN1 3BU

Hannah Pratt
EIA and Land Rights Adviser
(by email)

Contact:

Roy Sykes

Tel:
E-Mail:
Website:
Our Ref:
Date:

roy.sykes@doncaster.gov.uk
www.doncaster.gov.uk
13/00430/SCOP
18th March 2013

Dear Sir/Madam
Proposal

Request for an EIA scoping opinion in relation to Infrastructure Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 SI 2263 (as
amended) (the EIA Regulations). Proposed Yorkshire and Humber Carbon
Capture and Storage (CCS) Cross Country Pipeline by National Grid
Carbon Limited.

I refer to the submitted Scoping Report and your letter, dated 18th February 2013, and your
formal request for Doncaster Council’s views on the content of any Environmental
Statement.
As detailed in paragraph 2.3 onwards of the Scoping Report, National Grid have been in
detailed discussions with Doncaster Council prior to submission of the Scoping Report to
the Planning Inspectorate. This has involving numerous meetings to help shape the
proposal into a scheme that has responded positively to both Local Planning Authority
(LPA) and community areas of potential concern. The scheme of works as proposed in
the submitted EIA Scoping Report is, therefore, well known to the LPA and has responded
to the issues that have been raised throughout this on-going consultation.
In order to provide you with as much information as possible in relation to your request, I
have consulted the following bodies:
Doncaster Council – Drainage
Doncaster Council – Ecology
Doncaster Council – Trees & Hedgerows
Doncaster Council - Design And Conservation
Doncaster Council – Pollution Control
Doncaster Council - Health And Public Protection
Doncaster Council – Transportation
South Yorkshire Archaeology Service
The Coal Authority
South Yorkshire Mining Advisory Service
Yorkshire Wildlife Trust
Danvm Drainage Commissioning
Black Drain Internal Drainage Board

Response – not received
Response
Response – not received
Response – not received
Response – not received
Response
Response
Response
Response
Response
Response
Response – not received
Response – not received

MAIN ISSUES

Development Management, 2nd Floor, Danum House, St Sepulchre Gate, Doncaster, DN1 1UB
Correspondence Address: Colonnades House, Duke Street, Doncaster, DN1 1ER

From the consultee responses and officer’s own knowledge of the site the main issues are
considered to be: 1. COAL MINING MATTERS
The Coal Authority have advised that the proposed EIA development is located partly
within the defined coalfield and that parts of the site are therefore likely to have been
subject to past coal mining activity. The past coal mining activities within the site should
be fully considered as part of the Environmental Statement (ES) and should take the form
of a risk assessment, together with any necessary mitigation measures.
There are a number of coal mining legacy issues that can potentially pose a risk to new
development and therefore should be considered as part of an ES for development
proposals within coalfield areas, which include:
•
•
•
•

The location and stability of abandoned mine entries
The extent and stability of shallow mine workings
Outcropping coal seams and unrecorded mine workings
Hydrogeology, minewater and minegas

In addition, consideration should be afforded as part of development proposals and
the ES to the following:
•

Whether Coal Authority permission is required to intersect, enter, or disturb
any coal or coal workings during site investigation or development work

Information on these issues can be obtained from The Coal Authority's Property Search
Services Team (Tel:
or via the website: www.groundstability.com) or
book an appointment to visit The Coal Authority’s Mining Records Centre in Mansfield to
view our mining information (Tel:
).
In addition to this, the South Yorkshire Mining Advisory Service (SYMAS) have advised
that Hatfield colliery remains operational in the Fishlake area and that former and future
mining activities will need to be considered as part of the scope of the ES.
2. ECOLOGY/WILDLIFE
The type of and scale of survey work that is being planned is considered acceptable. One
additional comment would be for the finished scheme to look at opportunities to enhance
the ecological value of route corridor as part of the proposed restoration/reinstatement
works that would take place after the pipeline has been installed.
The Yorkshire Wildlife Trust (YWT) have provided additional information. With regards to
the proposed Above Ground Installations (AGI) wildlife friendly green spaces, including
green roofs should be incorporated into these sites where possible to reduce the rate of
runoff and provide enhancements for biodiversity. The planting in these areas should be
with locally appropriate, native species of local provenance. All green areas, including any
SuDs features, should be managed to maximise the biodiversity value. Any lighting should
be low impact to avoid unnecessary impact on nocturnal species in line with the NPPF

(paragraph 125). It is noted from the Scoping Report, however, that no AGIs are proposed
within the Doncaster Borough.
In relation to invasive species and pathogens, YWT suggest that a plan should be put in
place to ensure that invasive species and pathogens are not spread during construction or
operation. A programme of invasive species control should also be implemented.
In terms of enhancements, the NPPF states that: ‘The planning system should contribute
to and enhance the natural and local environment by protecting and enhancing valued
landscapes, geological conservation interests and soils, minimising impacts on
biodiversity and providing net gains in biodiversity where possible, contributing to the
Government’s commitment to halt the overall decline in biodiversity, including by
establishing coherent ecological networks that are more resilient to current and future
pressures’ (Paragraph 109). Enhancements should therefore be included within the
application which link to wider habitat networks such as YWT’s Living Landscapes.
3. AIR QUALITY (DUST & EMISSIONS)
Although no response has been received from the Pollution Control section from the
planning officer’s own knowledge of the issues the proposed scope of the ES in relation to
this matter is considered satisfactory.
4. NOISE AND VIBRATION
From the submitted report no Above Ground Infrastructure (AGI) is proposed within
Doncaster. As such, the main area for potential adverse effects is during the construction
phase of the pipeline, which will need to be considered in detail within the submitted ES.
The approach laid out in section12 of the Scoping Report is considered satisfactory and
early dialogue with the Environmental Health Officers is recommended in order to identify
the most appropriate Noise Sensitive Receptors (NSRs).
5. ARCHAEOLOGY AND CULTURAL HERITAGE
South Yorkshire Archaeology Service (SYAS) advise that they are pleased to see that the
need for a detailed archaeological assessment has been taken on board within the
scoping report and that the results will be included within the ES. Initial desk based
research has been undertaken in consultation with SYAS, defining an appropriate study
area and examining the recommended sources. The ES should, however, name SYAS
correctly for the avoidance of confusion and not refer to South Yorkshire Council (section
9.2), an organisation which has long since ceased to exist.
The scoping report proposes that a walkover survey and geophysical survey of the route
be undertaken and the results included in the EIA. This is important and welcomed. The
route is in an area of known archaeological potential and this information will help in
assessing the impact on heritage assets. SYAS agrees with section 9.4.5 that early
discussion of these results with stakeholders is important. This will allow any further
evaluation to be agreed and, if necessary, undertaken prior to determination.
No comments have been received from the Doncaster Conservation Section regarding
listed buildings and conservation areas. These are expected imminently and will be
forwarded to the Planning Inspectorate and the applicant immediately upon receipt.

6. LANDSCAPE AND VISUAL IMPACT
As in point 4 above – no AGIs are proposed in Doncaster. As such landscape and visual
impacts are only to occur during the temporary construction phase in laying the proposed
pipeline. Consideration should be given to this in the ES as identified in paragraph 10.5.10
onwards in the Scoping Report.
7. TRANSPORTATION AND HIGHWAYS
As part of any future application submission a detailed construction impact management
plan (CIMP) is required. Likewise, as part of the Environmental Impact Assessment there
will need for an appropriate level of Traffic Appraisal. Monitoring of the public highway
network for damage and repair will be required throughout the construction period and precommencement liaison with DMBC’s Network Management Department regarding the
works and acquisition of any relevant licences is strongly recommended.

Finally, I would like to take this opportunity to point out that, although scoping is described
as if it were a discrete step in the EIA process, it is in reality a continuing process. The
scope of an ES must be flexible to allow it to respond to new issues and new information
that may emerge during the course of the studies. Further responses that are received
after this formal response will be forwarded with immediate effect in order to help shape
the development proposal. However, I would again reiterate that National Grid have
worked both very closely and positively with Doncaster Council and it’s Officers across
many departments.
Should you require any further advice or information concerning this matter please contact
the person at the top of this letter.

Yours faithfully

Scott Cardwell
Assistant Director of Development
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Hannah Nelson
From:

David Randall [David.Randall@durham.gov.uk]

Sent:

20 February 2013 12:20

To:

Environmental Services

Cc:

Mike Allum

Subject: Proposed Yorkshire & Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline

FAO Hannah Pratt
Your Ref: 130218_EN070001_1660273
Proposed Yorkshire & Humber Carbon Capture and Storage Cross Country Pipeline
I am writing to confirm that Durham County Council has no comments to make on this proposal.
David
............................................................................
David Randall
Senior Policy Officer
Durham County Council
Room 4/24
County Hall
Durham
DH1 5UL
Tel: 03000 261920

Help protect our environment by only printing this email if absolutely necessary. The information it contains and any files transmitted with it
are confidential and are only intended for the person or organisation to whom it is addressed. It may be unlawful for you to use, share or
copy the information, if you are not authorised to do so. If you receive this email by mistake, please inform the person who sent it at the
above address and then delete the email from your system. Durham County Council takes reasonable precautions to ensure that its emails
are virus free. However, we do not accept responsibility for any losses incurred as a result of viruses we might transmit and recommend that
you should use your own virus checking procedures.
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The Planning Inspectorate
Temple Quay House (2 The Square)
Temple Quay
Bristol
Avon
BS1 6PN

Our ref:

RA/2013/124694/01-L01

Date:

13 March 2013

Dear Sir/Madam
YORKSHIRE & HUMBER CARBON CAPTURE AND STORAGE (CCS) PROJECT
SCOPING REPORT.
ROUTE FROM HATFIELD, DONCASTER TO BAINBRIDGE, EAST RIDING OF
YORKSHIRE.
Thank you for consulting us on the above scoping report. We would like to make the
following comments:Pipeline Integrity
Given that there is very little experience of transporting Carbon Dioxide in the proposed
manner, we would like to request that supporting information is provided in the ES to
describe the likely risks posed to the environment by this operation in the event of a leak
or breach of the pipeline. We are particularly interested in:• Impact on air quality;
• Impact on ground and surface water quality – e.g. pH;
• Resultant impact on aquatic and terrestrial ecology;
• Likely duration of leak/breach;
• Likely quantities released during leak/breach;
• Ability to detect leak/breach;
• Potential for impurities in CO2.
Other parties are also likely to be interested in the human health implications of a
leak/breach; this could include potential impacts on drinking water supplies.
If the environmental consequences of a leak/breach can be shown to be negligible, this
impact can reasonably be scoped out of the ES. If not, the ES should include an
assessment of the potential for pipeline leaks or breaches. It should consider a range of
possible scenarios, allowing the developer to assemble an overall worst-case scenario.
Our main interest relates to the water environment - physical, chemical and biological
impacts on groundwaters and surface waters, and the resultant impact on terrestrial and
aquatic ecology (including fish), drinking water quality, Water Framework Directive
status etc. Other parties may be more interested in human health impacts or damage to
land/property.
The ES should consider a range of breach/leak locations and attempt to map the likely
extent of impacts and to quantify the likely consequences. An assessment of the
Environment Agency
Coverdale House Aviator Court, York, North Yorkshire, YO30 4GZ.
Customer services line: 03708 506 506
www.environment-agency.gov.uk

Cont/d..

impacts of such a leak on a range of potential receptors along the route should then
follow. It should detail when and how the operator would spot such a leak/breach, the
likely pipeline management response (i.e. shut-off etc), and what could be done to
'clean-up' any resultant spillage.
The ES should also include detail about the predicted lifetime of the pipeline and any
likely maintenance which might have to be undertaken as a matter of course in the
pipeline’s normal operation. This may involve such things as the periodic replacement of
pipe liners due to the affects of scour. If this is the case, a description should be
included of how such works would be undertaken, particularly beneath main rivers.
Information should be provided regarding any pipeline infrastructure which would assist
in the detection of any leak/breach and the isolation of that leak/breach. Cut-off/isolation
valves should be included in order to minimise the impact of such a leak/breach, with
these located closer together in sensitive locations such as near to watercourses or
within SPZ.
Information should be provided regarding the expected lifetime of the pipeline and the
works likely to be needed in the event that sections of pipeline need repair or renewal.
Pollution Prevention
We would strongly advise that our guidelines on pollution prevention during the
construction period be followed. Details can be found here http://www.environmentagency.gov.uk/static/documents/Business/pipes.pdf.
We would advocate adopting similar pollution prevention principles to those used during
the recent gas pipeline project. We would expect a Construction Environment
Management Plan (CEMP) to detail the techniques to be used for each section, along
with how the relevant information will be disseminated to contractors and monitored
accordingly in due course. Particular attention should be paid to river crossings and
other environmentally sensitive areas. We are likely to request a requirement to cover
this issue.
Routing
We welcome that through the routing optioning process the project has successfully
avoided some of the most environmentally sensitive areas including the designated
Humber estuary. It is unfortunate that a number of Source Protection Zones and landfill
sites lie within the route corridor. We hope there is still scope within the corridor to avoid
intrusive works within these areas.
Flood Risk and Drainage
It will have to be demonstrated in a Flood Risk Assessment that any permanent or
temporary works within floodplain (Flood Zones 2 and 3) do not adversely affect
floodplain mechanisms. This includes ensuring that activities and structures, in the
eventuality of a flood, do not displace flooding extents or obstruct flood flow routes.
All infrastructure should be made adequately resilient from flooding to ensure operability
in adverse conditions. Given the nature of the floodplain that the pipeline could traverse
through, in the event of a flood, standing water could be encountered for prolonged
periods of days or even weeks. In most locations, flooding would only occur if flood
defences were overtopped or failed.
We do not support open-cut methods for pipe crossings on Main Rivers so we are
pleased to see that such techniques are not proposed.
Cont/d..
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Given the subterranean nature of the pipeline, provided the applicant demonstrates as
part of their ES that any permanent or temporary works within areas at risk from
flooding will not adversely affect the floodplain, and that the pipeline will be capable of
remaining operational during flood conditions, we are unlikely to have significant
concerns about the location of the pipeline in the floodplain.
There must be no increase in surface water run-off as a result of the development,
either during the construction phase (from site workings or compounds) or from the
operational phase (from AGIs) or from alterations to land drainage as a result of the
construction). As a minimum we would want to see any surface water discharge
restricted to the existing greenfield run-off rate.
If not calculated, then the greenfield run-off from a 1 in 1 year storm (1.4
litres/second/hectare) should be used. The applicant must also provide sufficient
attenuation and long term storage at least to accommodate a 1 in 30 year storm. The
design should also ensure that storm water resulting from a 1 in 100 year event, plus
30% to account for climate change, and surcharging the drainage system can be stored
on the site without risk to people or property and without overflowing into any
watercourse.
We are keen to promote the use of Sustainable Drainage systems (SuDS) and draw
attention to Paragraph 103 of the National Planning Policy Framework. SuDS tackle
surface water run-off problems at source using features such as soakaways, permeable
pavements, grassed swales, infiltration trenches, ponds and wetlands, and, green roofs
to attenuate flood peak flows, produce water quality improvements and environmental
enhancements. We seek to promote the use of SuDS techniques for any permanent
above-ground elements of the development, and expect the ES to include detailed
investigations demonstrating that the use of SuDS has been fully explored.
There must be no permanent raising of ground levels within the floodplain. All excess
spoil must be removed from the floodplain. Any temporary stock-piling of spoil during
the construction phase must be sited outside floodplain wherever possible. Where
floodplain cannot be avoided, regular gaps must be incorporated in any spoil heaps to
ensure flood waters can flow un-impeded. The applicant must also ensure that any flood
flow routes are not altered as a result of their works.
The Flood Risk Assessment will need to demonstrate that all above ground installations
will, from FEED stage (front end engineering design), be designed such that:
• Installations are resilient to potential flooding without employing measures that
increase flood risk to others. This resilience will enable assets to remain
operational during flooding or recoverable immediately after flooding recedes.
• Access and egress routes to installations remain safe for users during flooding.
• Any bunding used for landscaping purposes is arranged so as not constitute a
detrimental barrier to flooding i.e. does not displace flood flows onto others.
• Surface water drainage from sites is dealt with in a sustainable manner, with
adaptation for expected climate change increases in rainfall intensities.
Hardstanding areas should be kept to a minimum.
It would be advisable for you to consult other interested parties such as Yorkshire
Water, the relevant Internal Drainage Boards and the relevant Lead Local Flood
Authorities - East Riding of Yorkshire, Doncaster and North Yorkshire County Council
(covering Selby District). It should also be noted that mapping of flood risk areas (from
all sources) is subject to change. You are advised to periodically check that you are
Cont/d..
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using the best available information on any environmental constraint.
According to the Environment Agency ‘Risk of flooding from reservoirs’ GIS layer, a
number of sections of pipeline and AGI areas are at theoretical risk. This data provides
a general indication of the largest area that might be flooded if a reservoir were to fail
and release the water it holds. It is taken from a national assessment and displays a
worst case scenario. The map is only intended as a guide and is not a prediction of
what will happen. It may however trigger the need for further work should it be deemed
necessary to design the pipeline to withstand such an event.
The Environment Agency has produced a draft River Hull Flood Risk Management
Strategy. The Strategy found that we cannot continue to fund the long term
maintenance of three pumping stations in middle catchment of the River Hull –
Wilfholme, Hempholme and Tickton pumping stations. It is the same case for some
flood banks in the upper catchment.
The reasoning is that the assets do not protect people and property from flooding or
there would not be enough benefits compared to the cost of maintaining or improving
them. We can only commit to maintaining them until 2015. Until then, we are working
with others to review future management options, such as alternative management or
the securing of funding arrangements.
If the pumping stations were to cease operation, more agricultural land would be
flooded and become increasingly waterlogged. However, much of this land floods
following heavy rainfall and is already overwhelmingly situated in medium (flood zone 2)
and high (flood zone 3) risk areas.
Modelled and mapped outlines have been produced to show the possible extent of
flooding after 2015 if maintenance was withdrawn as envisaged. The relevant outlines
should be checked, however they tend not to extend beyond the current outline of Flood
Zones 3 and 2.
For all permanent and temporary works on, over or under Main River will require prior
consent from the Environment Agency under the Water Resources Act 1991. Any
permanent or temporary works within an 8 metres byelaw distance measured
horizontally from the landward limit of main river banks, or if the bank includes a wall or
embankment, 8 metres from the landward foot thereof, will need consent under the
Yorkshire Land Drainage Byelaws.
The consenting determination process takes 2 months. Therefore, we recommend that
consent is applied for well in advance of proposed scheme commencement. We also
recommend pre-consent discussions between applicants and our Development & Flood
Risk team in York.
For works on ordinary watercourses (i.e. every river, stream, ditch, drain, cut, dyke,
sluice, sewer [other than public sewer] and passage through which water flows and
which does not form part of a main river) consent will be required under the Land
Drainage Act 1991 for any works that permanently or temporarily restrict flow in
watercourses.
In IDB areas, consent will be required from the relevant IDB. Outside IDB areas, the
Flood and Water Management Act 2010 gives Lead Local Flood Authorities (LLFAs)
consenting responsibility.
Cont/d..

4

Groundwater
The pipeline route passes through a number of groundwater public supply source
protection zones, including SPZ2 at Springwell (SPZ2). The section of the pipeline route
from Hatfield to Drax crosses SPZ 2 and SPZ3 of the Gooshouse Drain Public Water
Supply, but this is acceptable as long as SPZ1 is avoided. Forthcoming changes to SPZ
delineation are not expected to increase the sizes of the current SPZ1 and SPZ2, or
move SPZ1 into the path of the current pipeline route.
If SPZs cannot be avoided, a risk assessment will be needed in the ES to demonstrate
that the pipeline will not pose an unacceptable risk to the groundwater. It will be
imperative that robust mitigation measures be incorporated in these sensitive areas
where water resources are used for human consumption. If it is not possible to avoid
them, full pollution prevention details must be included in a CEMP.
The main concerns for groundwater protection are during the construction phase. This
principally involves the location and management of areas/compounds to be used for
the temporary storage of fuels and vehicle re-fuelling sites.
Contaminated Land
It is possible that the pipeline route may pass through areas suffering from historical
land contamination. We would advise that such areas are identified through undertaking
a Preliminary Site Investigation as part of the ES. This may help to identify historic land
use and thereby assess the risk of contamination being present. Laying a pipeline
through contaminated land is likely to pose a pollution risk and incur potentially
significant additional cost to the necessary works.
Waste management
We would wish to see the inclusion of a chapter within the ES on waste management.
This should detail:•

How the developer plans to meet their duty of care under the Environmental
Protection (Duty of Care) Regulations 1991 and implement the waste hierarchy,
including:• Arrangements for the safe and legal management of construction and site
waste;
• Arrangements for the safe and legal management of waste arising from
the operational phase of the project;
• How excavated materials will be stored, and or used on site. Impact of
waste treatment plant if used (e.g. crushers).

Water Resources
If water will be necessary during the commissioning of the pipeline a suitable source will
need to be identified and secured. An abstraction licence from the Environment Agency
may be needed to undertake this work. Any licence may impose restrictions on
abstractions during periods of low flow or drought. The ES should provide an indication
of the likely source of this water and the quantities likely to be involved at the earliest
opportunity.
It may also be necessary during commissioning for water to be discharged from the
pipeline. An Environmental Permit from the Environment Agency may be required to
undertake this work. Ideally water should be returned to the same system from which it
was abstracted. Transfer of water from one system to another may also pose ecological
problems such as the inappropriate transfer of fish eggs. There may also be water
quality issues should commissioning water accrue sediment or pollutants during the
Cont/d..
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testing/commissioning phase. It may be necessary to provide treatment or settlement
before any discharge. Information on any proposed discharge points and quantities
likely to be involved should be provided in the ES.
Coastal Change Zones
We would advise you to consult with East Riding of Yorkshire council who hold a great
deal of information about coastal change zones. Infrastructure should be conservatively
sited and designed to withstand the predicted impacts of coastal erosion, taking into
account climate change and its associated sea level rise. The relevant sections of the
NPPF and its Technical Guidance should be taken into account.
Ecology
Of the major river crossings the one under the River Hull (West Beck & Driffield Canal)
is of greatest concern. The ES should include details of the proposed crossing
methodology.
A survey for invasive species must be undertaken and post project management be
arranged so as to prevent invasives spreading along the corridor from one catchment to
another.
Water used for testing pipes or other uses must be returned to the point from which it
was taken to prevent the spread of pathogens etc. Untreated water must not be
transferred between water courses.
Pathogens, such as Phytophthora disease of alders, crayfish plague or viral
hemorrhagic septicaemia (VHS – a disease of fish) are all major pathogens that live in
soil or water and can be spread by transferring water or soil between catchments. All
these pathogens have been known to or suspected to occur on the Ouse or its
tributaries and great care must be taken not to allow the spread of pathogens, parasites
or invasive species.
There needs to be a programme of invasive plant control during the construction phase
and post construction operational phase. The Ouse has species such as Japanese
knotweed, giant hogweed and Himalayan balsam in the general vicinity of the pipeline
crossing and we do not want to see them spread to catchments such as the Foulness or
Hull. Australian swamp stonecrop / New Zealand pygmy weed is also of concern for still
waters, such as ponds. The pattern of invasive distribution changes from year to year
and large floods at certain times of year can spread them across the floodplain, so plans
to deal with them will need to be flexible.
In terms of protected species please note that there are cetaceans recorded in tidal
sections of the Yorkshire rivers. Vibrations and sonic disturbance should be kept to a
minimum in any tidal reaches.
In addition, migratory fish species may also be sensitive to noisy construction works.
Sensitive migratory periods, particularly the spring, should be avoided where possible.
Water used for pressure testing, plant washing, dust suppression or other uses must not
be moved between catchments.
It is imperative that the ES gives full consideration to the cumulative environmental
impact of the construction phase of the project, particularly the risks associated with the
numerous watercourse crossings on water quality and ecology. Whilst in isolation the
degree of impact at each crossing may be relatively small, the cumulative impact, when
Cont/d..
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considered as a whole, may not be inconsiderable. Proposing a suite of environmental
enhancements as part of the project, may be a sensible, positive and proactive
mitigation response to the nature of such an impact.
We would like you to identify and incorporate opportunities for providing biodiversity
enhancement as a result of the project. We would encourage improvements to green
infrastructure, especially along watercourses. Sympathetic riverside planting can
provide valuable habitat and useful shade and can help to counteract the predicted
impacts of climate change. Improvement areas could perhaps be focused in the location
of any river crossings where disruption may be caused.
Please note that we have an Environment Programme which is a portfolio of
environmental projects aiming to improve the environment through working with
partners to achieve more than we could achieve alone. The priorities include improving
water quality of waterbodies, in accordance with the Water Framework Directive. There
will certainly be projects on our Environment Programme which would be relevant to
those waterbodies likely to be affected by this development. We would be pleased to
work with the developer to discuss how such projects might assist with their mitigation
of any environmental impacts.
Should you require any additional information or clarification, please do not hesitate to
contact me on the details below.

Yours faithfully

Mr Sam Kipling
Sustainable Places Planning Specialist
Direct dial 0113 819 6386
Direct fax 0113 819 6299
Direct e-mail sam.kipling@environment-agency.gov.uk

End
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Alan Slee [

Sent:

22 February 2013 15:00

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: RE: Yorkshire and Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline Scoping Consultation
Hi Hannah,
INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT)
REGULATIONS 2009 SI 2263 (as amended) (the EIA Regulations)
PROPOSED YORKSHIRE & HUMBER CARBON CAPTURE AND STORAGE (CCS) CROSS
COUNTRY PIPELINE (the project)
PROPOSAL BY NATIONAL GRID CARBON LIMITED (the applicant)
130218_EN070001_1660273
ESP Refs: PE099545,PE099547,PE099548,PE099549,PE099550
Further to your email communication to E S Pipelines Ltd, ESP Networks Ltd, ESP Pipelines
Ltd, ESP Electricity Ltd and ESP Connections Ltd dated 18 February 2013 I can confirm that
our businesses have no comments at this stage
Regards,
Alan Slee
Operations Manager
DD
Mobile
Fax 01372 386203
www.espipelines.com
From: Environmental Services [mailto:EnvironmentalServices@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk]
Sent: 18 February 2013 14:12
To: Alan Slee
Subject: Yorkshire and Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline Scoping Consultation

Dear Sir or Madam
Please find attached correspondence regarding the scoping consultation for
the Yorkshire and Humber Carbon Capture and Storage Pipeline project.
Kind regards
Hannah
<<130218_EN070001_Letter to stat consultees-Scoping LetterReg 9 Notification.pdf>>

Hannah Pratt
EIA and Land Rights Advisor
National Infrastructure Directorate,
The Planning Inspectorate,
Temple Quay House,
Temple Quay,
Bristol,
BS1 6PN

19/03/2013

Proposed Yorkshire Carbon Capture and Storage Pipeline
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Pow, Richard [Richard.Pow@forestry.gsi.gov.uk]

Sent:

04 March 2013 15:23

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: Proposed Yorkshire Carbon Capture and Storage Pipeline
Dear Sir
I refer to the above and the proposed project with your reference 130218_EN070001_1660273
We note that where trees or woodlands will be removed that they will be replanted. We welcome
this approach. We also note that at one site (Etton West Wood, SE950,434) there is ancient
woodland within the area proposed for the pipeline. Ancient woodland is irreplaceable and it is a
government priority that it is protected. We therefore urge you to identify this as an important
issue and to encourage the Project Proposer (National Grid Carbon Ltd) to consider a realignment
of the pipeline in this area in order to safeguard this piece of ancient woodland.
Yours sincerely
Richard Pow
Richard Pow
Partnerships and Expertise Manager
Yorkshire and NE Area
Forestry Commission
01904 448 778
07831 216 024
VOIP 31005
richard.pow@forestry.gsi.gov.uk
www.forestry.gov.uk

19/03/2013
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Angela Gleeson

Sent:

19 February 2013 18:29

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: 130218_EN070001_1660273 For the attention of Hannah Pratt
Dear Hannah
Further to the letter dated 18th February 2013, I am not sure about what information is to be provided in
the environmental statement.
Having not read the 377 page report, I don't have any comments at present.
On the one hand the Parish Council has been identified as a consultation body as per paragraph 2, and
yet further down we are asked if we consider ourselves to be a consultation body. I am not au fait with
the EIA Regulations either.
Obviously on behalf of the Parish Council I am only concerned with issues that impact on Goodmanham
and the surrounding area.
Please ensure that any future correspondence is addressed to Ms AM Gleeson.
Kind regards,
Angela
Clerk to Goodmanham Parish Council

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet anti-virus
service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs. (CCTM Certificate
Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be
automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************

19/03/2013
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Hannah Nelson
From:

C PALMERLEY [

Sent:

08 March 2013 13:59

To:

Environmental Services

Cc:

JohnThorp; KarenDuffin; SueShears; ChrisEmsen; PeterLacy; Pasykes3@aol.com

Subject: Yorkshire & Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline

FOR THE ATTENTION OF HANNAH PRATT
Your ref: 130218_EN070001_1660273
Dear Hannah,
I write to inform you that your letter of 18 February, was considered by the GOWDALL
PARISH COUNCIL at its meeting last evening. In the opinion of the Council, the information
which should be provided in the environmental statement relating to the project should include
and address the following issues:
(a) The need to protect existing village flood defences;
(b) the need to maintain access to the village; and
(c) the need to avoid disruption and damage to road infrastructure by heavy vehicles.
Regards,
Clive Palmerley
CLERK TO GOWDALL PARISH COUNCIL

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet
anti-virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs.
(CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s
IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be
automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************

19/03/2013
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Richard Crabtree [Richard.Crabtree@hca.gsi.gov.uk]

Sent:

25 February 2013 12:13

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: 130218_EN070001_1660273 - HOMES AND COMMUNITIES AGENCY RESPONSE
For the attention of Hannah Pratt
INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT) REGULATIONS 2009
SI 2263 (as amended) (the EIA Regulations)
PROPOSED YORKSHIRE & HUMBER CARBON CAPTURE AND STORAGE (CCS) CROSS
COUNTRY PIPELINE (the project)
PROPOSAL BY NATIONAL GRID CARBON LIMITED (the applicant)
Dear Sirs
Thank you for your letter of 18 February 2013, sent to the agency’s Chief Executive, seeking the agency’s
views on the scoping report for the above.
The Homes and Communities Agency is the national housing and regeneration agency for England.
I can confirm on this occasion that the agency has no comments in respect of the scoping report.
Yours faithfully,
Richard Crabtree
Richard Crabtree
Area Manager
Homes and Communities Agency
1st floor, Lateral, 8 City Walk, Leeds, LS11 9AT
T: 0113 394 9343 (internal: 4343)
M: 07717 422902
homesandcommunities.co.uk
Follow us on Twitter
Join our LinkedIn group
Sign up for our weekly newsletter

HELP SAVE NATURAL RESOURCES. THINK BEFORE PRINTING THIS EMAIL
Homes and Communities Agency; Central Business Exchange II, 404 - 412 Midsummer
Boulevard, Central Milton Keynes, MK9 2EA (reg.address for legal documents) 0300 1234 500
mail@homesandcommunities.co.uk VAT no: 941 6200 50
**********************************************************************
This email is only for the addressee which may be privileged / confidential. Disclosure is
strictly prohibited by law. If you have received this in error notify us immediately on
01908 353604 and delete the email. This email message has been scanned for viruses. Open any
attachments at your own risk.

19/03/2013

Lancaster House
Hampshire Court
Newcastle upon Tyne
NE4 7YH
Tel: 0191 376 2728
kathryn.watson@marinemanagement.org.uk
Ms Hannah Pratt
The Planning Inspectorate
3/18 Eagle Wing
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Bristol
BS1 6PN
(VIA e-mail only)
Our reference: MA521
Your reference: 130218_EN070001_1660273
Date: 18 March 2013

Dear Ms Pratt,
INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT)
REGULATIONS 2009 SI 2263 (as amended) (the EIA Regulations)
PROPOSED YORKSHIRE & HUMBER CARBON CAPTURE AND STORAGE
(CCS) CROSS COUNTRY PIPELINE (the project)
PROPOSAL BY NATIONAL GRID CARBON LIMITED (the applicant)
We refer to the above request for a formal scoping opinion under the Infrastructure
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 SI 2263 (as
amended) dated 18 February 2013. The Marine Management Organisation (MMO)
has reviewed the following document together with our scientific advisors Centre for
Environment, Fisheries and Aquaculture Sciences (Cefas):
“Yorkshire and Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline”, February 2013, 10-2574RPT-0033 Scoping Report prepared by AECOM on behalf of National Grid Carbon
Limited.
We have the following comments to make but we reserve the right to make further
representations should further information come to light.
1. General Comments
1.1. The majority of the scoping report and the onshore works relate to areas that
are above Mean High Water Springs (MHWS) and therefore fall outside the
MMO‟s remit. The works for the pumping station and connectivity between
the offshore pipeline and the pumping station are within the MMO‟s marine

area (above Mean Low Water Springs (MLWS) to the limit of MHWS).
Therefore this advice refers only to this area. We understand that a separate
application will be made for the offshore elements of this project to the
Department of Energy and Climate Change (DECC) under the Petroleum Act
1998 and the Energy Act 2008.
1.2. It is unclear from the scoping report what potential impacts will be included in
the offshore environmental impact assessment as the scoping report states
(paragraph 2.4.1) that the “scoping corridor includes both the 75km section
(the ‘Cross-Country Pipeline’) from the multi junction to the coast (Mean Low
Water Spring) (77km taking into account topography and cut backs)”. We
would therefore expect an assessment of the works proposed to be carried
out between MLWS and MHWS and for this to be included within the
Environmental Statement (ES). The intertidal area must be fully assessed as
part of the onshore works and the assessment detailed in within the ES.
1.3. We welcome the use of the Rochdale envelope to assess the realistic worst
case scenario where exact parameters are still unknown (paragraph 4.4.6).
Please note that that any realistic worst case scenarios must be fully justified
within the ES.
1.4. The ES must detail and provide evidence why certain aspects have been
scoped out of the assessment.
1.5. We welcome the applicant‟s approach to consultation and advise them to
continue to engage with the relevant marine stakeholders. We also welcome
the applicants‟ efforts to choose a scoping corridor that reduces the
environmental impacts (paragraph 8.4.4).
1.6. The ES must include an assessment of the methods of construction and the
construction materials to be used in the intertidal area and adjacent to and
over the marine environment.
1.7. Paragraph 2.11.1 states that “the pipeline will be decommissioned safely,
with due regard to the environment and the relevant legislation prevailing at
the time of decommissioning. It is likely that the pipeline would be left in situ.”
An assessment of the decommissioning phase must be included in the ES.
Specific Comments
2. Fisheries
2.1. The proposed intertidal works occur within broad areas used for spawning by
a range of fish including sole, herring and lemon sole, and within broad areas
used for nursery grounds by anglerfish, cod, herring, lemon sole, sprat,
plaice, sole and whiting. An assessment of the potential impacts on these
receptors must be included within the ES.
2.2. The ES must also include an assessment of the environmental effects of
those species and habitats on the OSPAR List of Threatened and Declining
Species and Habitats.

2.3. Chapter 12 of the scoping report refers to the potential impacts of noise on
terrestrial receptors. The ES must also assess the impacts of construction,
operational and decommissioning noise on potential marine receptors.
2.4. Depending on the construction methods identified the effects of noise on the
fisheries, especially during construction near the coast, must be assessed.
The ES must also include an assessment of potential changes in water
quality and coastal processes (leading to an increase in suspended sediment
concentrations) from a result of the proposed intertidal works.
2.5. The ES must include an assessment of the combined impacts on fisheries
(see Table 16.2, page 278), ensuring that the impacts of the onshore works
adjacent to the coast are assessed.
2.6. The effect of the project on commercial fisheries is likely to be minimal
however assessment must be included in the ES. There may be some
interference with anglers and other beach users during the construction
phase. Although this is likely to be temporary, an assessment of this must be
included in the ES.
2.7. The report makes reference to the offshore phase and acknowledges the
considerable number of shellfish pots along the proposed pipeline route. It
must be noted that there can be several scallop dredgers in the area at
certain times of the year which could have an adverse effect on the pipeline if
it is laid on the seabed as the report appears to suggest. The number of
scallop dredgers is also likely to increase due to tight Area VII effort
restrictions.
3. Benthic Ecology
3.1. Table 16.1 (page 268) of the Scoping Report states the main environmental
features of the proposed pipeline route and storage site, but no assessment
of the benthic ecology on the intertidal zone is proposed. An assessment of
the benthic ecology must be included within the ES for the onshore works.
3.2. The benthic ecology of the intertidal zone may be impacted by the installation
of the pipeline and any associated works due to habitat removal or
modification. The subtidal benthic ecology could be impacted due to changes
in the coastal processes of the area and the installation of the offshore
pipeline. Both these potential impacts must be assessed as part of the ES.
3.3. If the applicant scopes benthic ecology out of the onshore works ES, then
evidence must be provided as to why it has been scoped out of the
assessment.
4. Coastal Processes
4.1. The ES must assess any changes to the hydrodynamic regime due to beach
re-profiling and alteration to existing coastal defences; changes in offshore
and coastal morphology due to alteration of the hydrodynamic regime; and its

influence on sediment accretion or erosion. The ES must also assess the
impact of continual maintenance dredging on coastal processes and
hydrodynamics.
4.2. The potential effects of these impacts on the coastline at a local and more
regional scale must be assessed in the ES.
4.3. We welcome the applicant‟s proposal to assess the potential impacts on the
coastal zone as specified in Table 4.1 (page 52). We also welcome the
applicant‟s proposal to assess the long term effects of coastal processes and
erosion and its interaction with the buried pipeline in the foreshore/nearshore
(section 16.3).
5. Water Quality
5.1. Table 8.6 (page 160) states that the depth of pipeline trench has been
determined not to be important in the assessment of „likely significant effects‟
for the coastal zone. However, a description of construction methods and of
the material and quantities to be removed to be able to lay the pipeline must
be included and assessed in the ES.
5.2. Water quality can be affected by the release of sediments and any associated
contaminants into the water column. The ES must include an assessment of
how the intertidal and coastal works will potentially impact on water quality.
5.3. Potential impacts on sediment and water quality must be assessed in relation
to receptors identified such as fish spawning and nursery areas, benthic
ecology and fish migratory routes.
6. Conservation Designations
6.1. The pumping station and proposed works at the pumping station are within
5km of the following designations:






Flamborough Head Special Area of Consultation (SAC) and Site of
Special Scientific Interest (SSSI) designated for its geology, boulder reefs,
vegetated sea cliffs of the Atlantic and Baltic Coasts and submerged or
partially submerged sea caves;
Withow Gap, Skipsea SSSI designated for its geology;
Skipsea Bail Mere SSSI designated for geology and organic deposits; and
Hornsea Mere SSSI for ornithological importance.

6.2. We would expect the ES to assess the potential impacts of the proposed
development on the aforementioned designations, however we advise
consultation with Natural England as the Statutory Nature Conservation
Agency (SNCA).
7. Cumulative Impacts
7.1. The plans and projects to be considered in the cumulative impacts
assessment are listed in Chapter 15 and we are unaware at present of any

other projects that should be considered.
7.2. The ES for the onshore works will include a statement of combined effects
with the offshore works. If the final details of the offshore works are not
clarified at the time of submitting the onshore works ES, the realistic worst
case scenarios for the offshore works must be assessed.
8. Mitigation and monitoring
8.1. The ES must identify areas where mitigation and monitoring are required and
details of these must included in the application.
Conclusion
The items included in this letter must be considered in the Environmental Impact
Assessment process, and we would like to see the outcome of our suggestions in the
subsequent ES. However, we would not see this letter as a definitive list of all
EIA/ES requirements and other subsequent work may prove necessary.
Please contact me should you require any clarification on the above.

Kathryn Watson
Marine Licensing Case Officer (Offshore)
Marine Management Organisation

MARKET WEIGHTON TOWN COUNCIL
Mrs Lesley-Jane Holt

Tel. No:
e-mail: town.clerk@marketweightontowncouncil.gov.uk
Ms Hannah Pratt
EIA and Land Rights Adviser
The Planning Inspectorate
3/18 Eagle Wing
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Bristol BS1 6PN
7th March 2013
Ref LJ/SK scoping opinion

Dear Ms Pratt
Infrastructure Planning (Environment Impact Assessment)
Regulations 2009 SI 2263 (as amended) (the EIA Regulations)
Proposed Yorkshire and Humber Carbon Capture and Storage (CCS) Cross
County Pipeline (the project)
Proposal by National Grid Carbon Limited (the applicant)
Your letter dated 18th February was passed to Market Weighton Town Councillors at
their Full Town Council Meeting last night and they comment as follows:
Market Weighton Town Council is concerned about the potential effect the
proposals will have on some of the most valuable agricultural land in the country
and recommends:
1. That a site-specific Agricultural Land Classification (ALC) assessment following
the revised guidelines and criteria of the Department for Environment, Food and
Rural Affairs (Defra) - formerly the Ministry of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food
(MAFF) - and described in "Agricultural Land Classification of England and Wales"
(MAFF, 1988) is undertaken along the entire route and infrastructure works in the
national interest.
[Reason: Five grades of land quality are recognised in the current ALC system. Land
within Grades 1 and 2 and Subgrade 3a is regarded as 'best and most versatile' and is
1

MARKET WEIGHTON TOWN COUNCIL
afforded special protection within the Government's new National Planning Policy
Framework (March, 2012) which was aimed at simplifying the planning system but
which still embodies protection for land of high quality, whilst changes to land in
Subgrade 3b and Grades 4 and 5 - regarded as land of moderate to very poor quality
- are not normally opposed on agricultural grounds.
Determination of ALC should not rely on published information alone. In 1996,
MAFF withdrew the national series of 1:63,360 ALC maps from sale and it is
acknowledged by Defra that the published ALC maps were accurate only to 80ha and
give a general indication of land quality. They should be used only at a
regional/strategic level and not for site-specific surveys. Defra states that actual
grades can only be determined following detailed survey by experienced and qualified
soil scientists.]
2. The scoping guidelines should also require that a site-specific Soil Handling
Strategy is produced based upon the results of detailed fieldwork and which should
include provision for the protection of all agricultural soils during the stripping,
storage, replacement and aftercare phases of the scheme in line with current
Defra/EA advice and recommendations. One condition of an acceptable Soil
Handling Strategy is usually that all the operations involving the handling of soil
should be overseen by a suitably qualified and experienced soil scientist.
[Reason: In order to protect valuable soil resources from irreversible
damage during the installation of the pipeline and associated
infrastructure.]
Yours sincerely

Lesley-Jane Holt
Town Clerk
Sent via : environmentalservices@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk as requested.
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Date:
18 March 2013
Our ref: 78958
Your ref: 130218_EN070001_1660273

Hannah Pratt
The Planning Inspectorate
3/18 Eagle Wing, Temple Quay House
2 The Square, Bristol
BS1 6PN

Customer Services
Hornbeam House
Crewe Business Park
Electra Way
Crewe
Cheshire
CW1 6GJ

BY EMAIL ONLY

T 0300 060 3900

Dear Hannah
Environmental Impact Assessment Scoping consultation (Regulation 15 (3) (i) of the EIA
Regulations 2011): Proposed Yorkshire & Humber Carbon Capture and Storage (CCS)

Cross Country Pipeline
Thank you for seeking our advice on the scope of the Environmental Statement (ES) in your
consultation dated 18 February 2013
Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the
natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future
generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development.
Case law1 and guidance2 has stressed the need for a full set of environmental information to be
available for consideration prior to a decision being taken on whether or not to grant planning
permission. Appendix A to this letter provides Natural England‟s advice on the scope of the
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) for this development. Please note that in addition to this,
Natural England has provided guidance to the applicant regarding protected species licensing which
can be found at the following link:
http://www.naturalengland.org.uk/Images/wml-g36_tcm6-28566.pdf
Should the proposal be amended in a way which significantly affects its impact on the natural
environment then, in accordance with Section 4 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities
Act 2006, Natural England should be consulted again.
We would be happy to comment further should the need arise but if in the meantime you have any
queries please do not hesitate to contact us. For any queries relating to the specific advice in this
letter only please contact James Walsh on 0300 060 1832. For any new consultations, or to provide
further information on this consultation please send your correspondences to
consultations@naturalengland.org.uk.
We really value your feedback to help us improve the service we offer. We have attached a
feedback form to this letter and welcome any comments you might have about our service.
Yours sincerely
James Walsh
Land Use Operations
1

Harrison, J in R. v. Cornwall County Council ex parte Hardy (2001)
Note on Environmental Impact Assessment Directive for Local Planning Authorities Office of the Deputy Prime
Minister (April 2004) available from
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/+/http://www.communities.gov.uk/planningandbuilding/planning/sustaina
bilityenvironmental/environmentalimpactassessment/noteenvironmental/
2
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Annex A – Advice related to EIA Scoping Requirements
1. General Principles
Schedule 4 of the Town & Country Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2011,
sets out the necessary information to assess impacts on the natural environment to be included in
an ES, specifically:
 A description of the development – including physical characteristics and the full land use
requirements of the site during construction and operational phases.
 Expected residues and emissions (water, air and soil pollution, noise, vibration, light, heat,
radiation, etc.) resulting from the operation of the proposed development.
 An assessment of alternatives and clear reasoning as to why the preferred option has been
chosen.
 A description of the aspects of the environment likely to be significantly affected by the
development, including, in particular, population, fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climatic factors,
material assets, including the architectural and archaeological heritage, landscape and the
interrelationship between the above factors.
 A description of the likely significant effects of the development on the environment – this
should cover direct effects but also any indirect, secondary, cumulative, short, medium and
long term, permanent and temporary, positive and negative effects. Effects should relate to
the existence of the development, the use of natural resources and the emissions from
pollutants. This should also include a description of the forecasting methods to predict the
likely effects on the environment
 A description of the measures envisaged to prevent, reduce and where possible offset any
significant adverse effects on the environment.
 A non-technical summary of the information.
 An indication of any difficulties (technical deficiencies or lack of know-how) encountered by
the applicant in compiling the required information.
It will be important for any assessment to consider the potential cumulative effects of this proposal,
including all supporting infrastructure, with other similar proposals and a thorough assessment of
the „in combination‟ effects of the proposed development with any existing developments and
current applications. A full consideration of the implications of the whole scheme should be
included in the ES. All supporting infrastructure should be included within the assessment.
2. Biodiversity and Geology
2.1 Ecological Aspects of an Environmental Statement
Natural England advises that the potential impact of the proposal upon features of nature
conservation interest and opportunities for habitat creation/enhancement should be included within
this assessment in accordance with appropriate guidance on such matters. Guidelines for
Ecological Impact Assessment (EcIA) have been developed by the Institute of Ecology and
Environmental Management (IEEM) and are available on their website.
EcIA is the process of identifying, quantifying and evaluating the potential impacts of defined actions
on ecosystems or their components. EcIA may be carried out as part of the EIA process or to
support other forms of environmental assessment or appraisal.
The National Planning Policy Framework sets out guidance in S.118 on how to take account of
biodiversity interests in planning decisions and the framework that local authorities should provide to
assist developers.
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2.2 Internationally and Nationally Designated Sites
The ES should therefore thoroughly assess the potential for the proposal to affect designated sites.
European sites (eg designated Special Areas or Conservation and Special Protection Areas) fall
within the scope of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010. In addition
paragraph 169 of the National Planning Policy Framework requires that potential Special Protection
Areas, possible Special Areas of Conservation, listed or proposed Ramsar sites, and any site
identified as being necessary to compensate for adverse impacts on classified, potential or possible
SPAs, SACs and Ramsar sites be treated in the same way as classified sites.
Under Regulation 61 of the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 an appropriate
assessment needs to be undertaken in respect of any plan or project which is (a) likely to have a
significant effect on a European site (either alone or in combination with other plans or projects) and
(b) not directly connected with or necessary to the management of the site.
Should a Likely Significant Effect on a European/Internationally designated site be identified or be
uncertain, the competent authority (in this case the Local Planning Authority) may need to prepare
an Appropriate Assessment, in addition to consideration of impacts through the EIA process.
Sites of Special Scientific Interest (SSSIs) and sites of European or international importance
(Special Areas of Conservation, Special Protection Areas and Ramsar sites)
The pipeline route is located in close proximity the following designated nature conservation sites:




Eskhamhorn Meadows SSSI
River Derwent SSSI and SAC
River Hull Headwaters SSSI

Further information on the sites and their special interest features can be found at
www.natureonthemap.naturalengland.org.uk . The Environmental Statement should include a full
assessment of the direct and indirect effects of the development on the features of special interest
within these sites and should identify such mitigation measures as may be required in order to
avoid, minimise or reduce any adverse significant effects.
Natura 2000 network site conservation objectives are available on our internet site here.
2.3 Regionally and Locally Important Sites
The EIA will need to consider any impacts upon local wildlife and geological sites. Local Sites are
identified by the local wildlife trust, geoconservation group or a local forum established for the
purposes of identifying and selecting local sites. They are of county importance for wildlife or
geodiversity. The Environmental Statement should therefore include an assessment of the likely
impacts on the wildlife and geodiversity interests of such sites. The assessment should include
proposals for mitigation of any impacts and if appropriate, compensation measures. Contact the
local wildlife trust, geoconservation group or Local Sites body in this area for further information.
2.4 Protected Species - Species protected by the Wildlife and Countryside Act 1981 (as
amended) and by the Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010
The ES should assess the impact of all phases of the proposal on protected species (including, for
example, great crested newts, reptiles, birds, water voles, badgers and bats). Natural England does
not hold comprehensive information regarding the locations of species protected by law, but advises
on the procedures and legislation relevant to such species. Records of protected species should be
sought from appropriate local biological record centres, nature conservation organisations, groups
and individuals; and consideration should be given to the wider context of the site for example in
terms of habitat linkages and protected species populations in the wider area, to assist in the impact
assessment.
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The conservation of species protected by law is explained in Part IV and Annex A of Government
Circular 06/2005 Biodiversity and Geological Conservation: Statutory Obligations and their Impact
within the Planning System. The area likely to be affected by the proposal should be thoroughly
surveyed by competent ecologists at appropriate times of year for relevant species and the survey
results, impact assessments and appropriate accompanying mitigation strategies included as part of
the ES.
In order to provide this information there may be a requirement for a survey at a particular time of
year. Surveys should always be carried out in optimal survey time periods and to current guidance
by suitably qualified and where necessary, licensed, consultants. Natural England has adopted
standing advice for protected species which includes links to guidance on survey and mitigation.
2.5 Habitats and Species of Principal Importance
The ES should thoroughly assess the impact of the proposals on habitats and/or species listed as
as „Habitats and Species of Principal Importance‟ within the England Biodiversity List, published
under the requirements of S41 of the Natural Environment and Rural Communities (NERC) Act
2006. Section 40 of the NERC Act 2006 places a general duty on all public authorities, including
local planning authorities, to conserve and enhance biodiversity. Further information on this duty is
available in the Defra publication „Guidance for Local Authorities on Implementing the Biodiversity
Duty‟.
Government Circular 06/2005 states that Biodiversity Action Plan (BAP) species and habitats, „are
capable of being a material consideration…in the making of planning decisions‟. Natural England
therefore advises that survey, impact assessment and mitigation proposals for Habitats and Species
of Principal Importance should be included in the ES. Consideration should also be given to those
species and habitats included in the relevant Local BAP.
Natural England advises that a habitat survey (equivalent to Phase 2) is carried out on the site, in
order to identify any important habitats present. In addition, ornithological, botanical and
invertebrate surveys should be carried out at appropriate times in the year, to establish whether any
scarce or priority species are present. The Environmental Statement should include details of:
 Any historical data for the site affected by the proposal (eg from previous surveys);
 Additional surveys carried out as part of this proposal;
 The habitats and species present;
 The status of these habitats and species (eg whether BAP priority habitat);
 The direct and indirect effects of the development upon those habitats and species;
 Full details of any mitigation or compensation that might be required.
The development should seek if possible to avoid adverse impact on sensitive areas for wildlife
within the site, and if possible provide opportunities for overall wildlife gain.
The record centre for the relevant Local Authorities should be able to provide the relevant
information on the location and type of BAP habitat for the area under consideration.
2.6 Contacts for Local Records
Natural England does not hold local information on local sites, local landscape character and local
or national biodiversity priority habitats and species. We recommend that you seek further
information from the appropriate bodies (which may include the local records centre, the local
wildlife trust or other recording society and a local landscape characterisation document).
Local Record Centre (LRC) in Doncaster please contact:
Doncaster Biological Records Centre (DBRC)
Natural Environment Team
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Civic Office
Waterdale
Doncaster
DN1 3BU
Tel 01302 734891
Geological sites in Doncaster please contact:
South Yorkshire RIGS Group
c/o Sheffield Area Geology Trust
c/o Room C12i
Dainton Building
Sheffield
S3 7HF
Email sagt@geodiversity.org
Local Record Centre (LRC) in Selby District and East Riding of Yorkshire please contact:
North & East Yorkshire Ecological Data Centre
5 College Street
York
YO1 7JF
Tel 01904 641631
Email info@neyedc.co.uk
Geological sites in Selby District please contact:
North Yorkshire Geodiversity Partnership
10 St. Olave‟s Close
Whitcliffe Lane
Ripon
North Yorkshire
HG4 2JF
Tel 01765 600749
Email adriankidd@worldonline.co.uk
Geological sites in East Riding of Yorkshire please contact:
East Yorkshire RIGS Group
44 Patterdale Drive
Little Weighton
Cottingham
East Yorkshire
HU20 3UX
Email M.J.Horne@hull.ac.uk
3. Designated Landscapes and Landscape Character
Landscape and visual impacts
Natural England would wish to see details of local landscape character areas mapped at a scale
appropriate to the development site as well as any relevant management plans or strategies
pertaining to the area. The EIA should include assessments of visual effects on the surrounding
area and landscape together with any physical effects of the development, such as changes in
topography. The European Landscape Convention places a duty on Local Planning Authorities to
consider the impacts of landscape when exercising their functions.
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The EIA should include a full assessment of the potential impacts of the development on local
landscape character using landscape assessment methodologies. We encourage the use of
Landscape Character Assessment (LCA), based on the good practice guidelines produced jointly by
the Landscape Institute and Institute of Environmental Assessment in 2002. LCA provides a sound
basis for guiding, informing and understanding the ability of any location to accommodate change
and to make positive proposals for conserving, enhancing or regenerating character, as detailed
proposals are developed.
Natural England supports the publication Guidelines for Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment,
produced by the Landscape Institute and the Institute of Environmental Assessment and
Management in 2002 (2nd edition). The methodology set out is almost universally used for
landscape and visual impact assessment.
In order to foster high quality development that respects, maintains, or enhances, local landscape
character and distinctiveness, Natural England encourages all new development to consider the
character and distinctiveness of the area, with the siting and design of the proposed development
reflecting local design characteristics and, wherever possible, using local materials. The
Environmental Impact Assessment process should detail the measures to be taken to ensure the
building design will be of a high standard, as well as detail of layout alternatives together with
justification of the selected option in terms of landscape impact and benefit.
The assessment should also include the cumulative effect of the development with other relevant
existing or proposed developments in the area. In this context Natural England advises that the
cumulative impact assessment should include other proposals currently at Scoping stage. Due to
the overlapping timescale of their progress through the planning system, cumulative impact of the
proposed development with those proposals currently at Scoping stage would be likely to be a
material consideration at the time of determination of the planning application.
The assessment should refer to the relevant National Character Areas which can be found on our
website. Links for Landscape Character Assessment at a local level are also available on the same
page.
Heritage Landscapes
You should consider whether there is land in the area affected by the development which qualifies
for conditional exemption from capital taxes on the grounds of outstanding scenic, scientific or
historic interest. These are considered to be designated landscapes of national importance and the
impact of your plan on these should be assessed where appropriate. An up-to-date list may be
obtained at www.hmrc.gov.uk/heritage/lbsearch.htm and further information can be found on
Natural England‟s landscape pages here.
4. Access and Recreation
Natural England encourages any proposal to incorporate measures to help encourage people to
access the countryside for quiet enjoyment. Measures such as reinstating existing footpaths
together with the creation of new footpaths and bridleways are to be encouraged. Links to other
green networks and, where appropriate, urban fringe areas should also be explored to help promote
the creation of wider green infrastructure. Relevant aspects of local authority green infrastructure
strategies should be incorporated where appropriate.
Rights of Way, Access land, Coastal access and National Trails
The EIA should consider potential impacts on access land, public open land, rights of way and
coastal access routes in the vicinity of the development. Consideration should also be given to the
potential impacts on the adjacent/nearby Click here to enter text. National Trail. The National Trails
website www.nationaltrail.co.uk provides information including contact details for the National Trail
Officer. Appropriate mitigation measures should be incorporated for any adverse impacts. We also
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recommend reference to the relevant Right of Way Improvement Plans (ROWIP) to identify public
rights of way within or adjacent to the proposed site that should be maintained or enhanced.
5. Soil and Agricultural Land Quality
Impacts from the development should be considered in light of the Government's policy for the
protection of the best and most versatile (BMV) agricultural land as set out in paragraph 112 of the
NPPF. We also recommend that soils should be considered under a more general heading of
sustainable use of land and the ecosystem services they provide as a natural resource in line with
paragraph 109 of the NPPF.
The applicant should consider the degree to which soils are going to be disturbed/harmed as part of
this development and whether „best and most versatile‟ agricultural land is involved.
We are pleased to note that agricultural land classification (ALC) information will be used.
The Environmental Statement should provided details of how any adverse impacts on soils can be
minimised. Further guidance is contained in the Defra Construction Code of Practice for the
Sustainable Use of Soil on Development Sites.
6. Air Quality
Air quality in the UK has improved over recent decades but air pollution remains a significant issue;
for example over 97% of sensitive habitat area in England is predicted to exceed the critical loads
for ecosystem protection from atmospheric nitrogen deposition (England Biodiversity Strategy, Defra
2011). A priority action in the England Biodiversity Strategy is to reduce air pollution impacts on
biodiversity. The planning system plays a key role in determining the location of developments
which may give rise to pollution, either directly or from traffic generation, and hence planning
decisions can have a significant impact on the quality of air, water and land. The assessment
should take account of the risks of air pollution and how these can be managed or reduced. Further
information on air pollution impacts and the sensitivity of different habitats/designated sites can be
found on the Air Pollution Information System (www.apis.ac.uk). Further information on air pollution
modelling and assessment can be found on the Environment Agency website.
7. Climate Change Adaptation
The England Biodiversity Strategy published by Defra establishes principles for the consideration of
biodiversity and the effects of climate change. The ES should reflect these principles and identify
how the development‟s effects on the natural environment will be influenced by climate change, and
how ecological networks will be maintained. The NPPF requires that the planning system should
contribute to the enhancement of the natural environment “by establishing coherent ecological
networks that are more resilient to current and future pressures” (NPPF Para 109), which should be
demonstrated through the ES.
8. Cumulative and in-combination effects
A full consideration of the implications of the whole scheme should be included in the ES. All
supporting infrastructure should be included within the assessment.
The ES should include an impact assessment to identify, describe and evaluate the effects that are
likely to result from the project in combination with other projects and activities that are being, have
been or will be carried out. The following types of projects should be included in such an
assessment. (Subject to available information):
a.
b.
c.
d.

Existing completed projects
Approved but uncompleted projects
Ongoing activities
Plans or projects for which an application has been made and which are under consideration
by the consenting authorities
e. Plans and projects which are reasonably foreseeable, ie projects for which an application
has not yet been submitted, but which are likely to progress before completion of the
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development and for which sufficient information is available to assess the likelihood of
cumulative and in-combination effects.
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Joy Harris

Sent:

12 March 2013 07:50

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: Attn: Hannah Pratt

Your Ref. 130218_EN070001_1660273
Date 18.02.2013
North Frodingham Parish Council attended all meetings organised by National Grid Carbon Limited, up to
the point where the proposed route by-passed the Parish.
It no longer considers itself to be a consultative body anticipating no disruption of the pipeline within the
bounadry of the Parish.
Those members who had attended the various meetings have no comment to make on the proposals.
Joy B Harris
Clerk to the Parish Council

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet
anti-virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs.
(CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s
IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be
automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Wendy Strangeway [w.strangeway@northyorkmoors.org.uk]

Sent:

01 March 2013 16:04

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: 130218_EN070001_1660273 - Proposal by National Grid Carbon Limited

Dear Ms Pratt
Many thanks for your letter received 19 February 2013 consulting the North York Moors
National Park Authority on a Scoping Opinion submitted by National Grid Carbon Limited for a
proposed Yorkshire & Humber carbon capture and storage (ccs) cross country pipeline.
I am emailing to confirm that the Authority has no comments to make.
Yours sincerely

Mrs Wendy Strangeway
Planning Administration Officer
North York Moors National Park Authority
The Old Vicarage
Bondgate
Helmsley
York
YO62 5BP
Tel: 01439 772700 ext
Email: planning@northyorkmoors.org.uk
Website: www.northyorkmoors.org.uk
Working Hours:
Monday to Thursday (8.30am - 5.00pm)
Friday (8.30 am - 4.30pm)

Right-click here to download pictures. To help protect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of this picture fro
CONFIDENTIALITY: The contents of this message are the views of the author, not necessarily the views of the North York Moors
National Park Authority. This is a private message intended for the named addressee(s) only. Its contents may be confidential.
If you have received this message in error please reply to say so and then delete the message. Any use, copying, disclosure or
distribution by anyone other than the addressee is forbidden.
www.northyorkmoors.org.uk

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet
anti-virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs.
(CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s
IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Ray Bryant [Ray.Bryant@northyorks.gov.uk]

Sent:

13 March 2013 11:36

To:

Environmental Services

Cc:

Tim Coyne; Lucie Hawkins; Rob Smith; Carl Bunnage

Subject: Yorkshire & Humber CCS Pipeline - EIA scoping

For the attention of Hannah Pratt:
Dear Hannah
Thank you for consulting North Yorkshire County Council (NYCC) on the EIA scoping for this project. The
following response represents comments and considerations from County Council departments.

HIGHWAYS
The Local Highway Authority comments are in relation to the methodology to be used to assess the
impact of development traffic. Section 13.4.6 lists the planning policy documentation that the proposal
will be assessed against, which includes DfT Guidance on Transport Assessments.
However section 13.4.6 states that the traffic impact will be assessed against the Institute of
Environmental Management and Assessment’s (IEMA) guidelines which looks at the percentage change
in traffic as an indicator as to whether the highway should be assessed.
Traffic Impact should also be assessed in accordance with the guidelines set out in the DfT’s Guidance on
Transport Assessments. This document sets a threshold of an increase of 30 vehicular trips in the peak
hour as requiring a Transport Assessment in support of a planning application.
Tim Coyne
Senior Transport & Development Engineer
Highways & Transportation
t: 01609 532685

HISTORIC ENVIRONMENT
I have been in direct discussions with AECOM to understand the archaeological potential, and level of
harm to below ground archaeological features. As part of these discussions, I have been able to shape
the archaeological work that has been undertaken to date. This has comprised a Desk Based Assessment
and Geophysical Survey of the proposed pipeline route. I am due to meet to discuss the results of the
geophysics and any further evaluation work required later in the month.
I am pleased with the progress that has been made with the proposal and feel that heritage issues have
been considered from the start.
Lucie Hawkins,
Development Management Archaeologist
North Yorkshire County Council
t. 01609 532316

MINERALS
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As a minerals planning authority NYCC wishes to make a comment on the pipeline that is proposed to
traverse the seabed from the point of landfall to the North Sea storage zone. Probable pipeline routes do
coincide with potential resource areas for marine aggregate and any sterilisation of this resource needs to
be minimised.
At any construction or operational stage the pipeline and related infrastructure should seek to minimise
sterilisation of aggregate resource. To facilitate this it would be preferable if pipeline and related
infrastructure were removed should decommissioning occur.

Thank you once again for consulting the County Council on this matter.
Kind regards
Ray
‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐
Ray Bryant
Senior Policy Officer
Regional & Strategic Policy
North Yorkshire County Council
County Hall, Northallerton
North Yorkshire DL7 8AD
Tel: 01 609 798 422

Access your county council services online 24 hours a day, 7 days a week at
www.northyorks.gov.uk.
WARNING
Any opinions or statements expressed in this e-mail are those of the individual and not
necessarily those of North Yorkshire County Council.
This e-mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and solely for the use of the
intended recipient. If you receive this in error, please do not disclose any information to
anyone, notify the sender at the above address and then destroy all copies.
North Yorkshire County Council’s computer systems and communications may be
monitored to ensure effective operation of the system and for other lawful purposes. All
GCSX traffic may be subject to recording and/or monitoring in accordance with relevant
legislation.
Although we have endeavoured to ensure that this e-mail and any attachments are free
from any virus we would advise you to take any necessary steps to ensure that they are
actually virus free.
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Jillian Pick

Sent:

06 March 2013 13:58

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: Yorkshire and Humber CSS ref 130218_ENO70001_1660273

Ref 130218_ENO70001_1660273
Yorkshire and Humber Carbon Capture and Storage Cross Country Pipeline
Response from the Skerne and Wansford Parish Council.
Are the communities which will suffer from increased traffic and disruption during the
construction to be compensated through a community fund?
Jill Pick
Skerne and Wansford Parish Council clerk
This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet
anti-virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs.
(CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s
IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be
automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Jacqueline Harland

Sent:

06 March 2013 08:43

To:

Environmental Services

]

Subject: Ref: 130218_EN070001_1660273

Hi
Skipsea Parish Council has no comments on the proposal by National Grid Carbon LTd
Regards
Jackie Harland
Skipsea Parish Clerk
This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet
anti-virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs.
(CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s
IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be
automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************
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SCOPING FOR PROPOSED YORKSHIRE & HUMBER CARBON CAPTURE & STORAGE
CROSS COUNTRY PIPELINE
RESPONSE FROM SPALDINGTON PARISH COUNCIL
We consider that the Environmental Statement should include information on:
Construction of the pipeline:
Traffic & Transport disruption taking account of the probable additional traffic from wind farm
construction projects in the vicinity
Other infrastructure in the vicinity of the pipeline route
Time scale of construction project, impact on local communities, liaison and mitigation
Carbon footprint of construction project
Ecology – potential damage / loss of habitat, protected species. Avoid destruction of trees &
hedgerows as far as possible
Impact of possible contamination (chemical & biological) from one construction area to
another along pipeline and methods to prevent this
Soils & Geology including strategy for “bottomless ground” near the River Foulness,
waterlogged ground elsewhere
Pipeline depth below rivers / ditches should allow for dredging in future years
Farmland drainage systems and reinstatement
Hedgerows and reinstatement – local provenance species only to be used
Historical remains should be excavated and documented
The following SSSI, LNR & SINCs in Spaldington parish and the local area should be taken
into account and damage avoided if it all possible:
SSSI - Barn Hill Meadows (between Howden & Newsholme)
LNR / SINC – Howden Marsh (west of Howden)
SINC – Old Rush Wood, Spaldington
SINC – Featherbed Lane, Featherbed Drain, Bishopsoil Drain, Spaldington
The Foulness Valley is part of the Yorkshire Wildlife Trusts living landscapes program
The following protected species are known to occur within Spaldington parish:
Badger, Otter, Water vole, Great Crested Newts, Grass Snakes, Bats, Barn owls together
with a large number of red-listed farmland Birds of Conservation Concern
At the coast
The section of cliff between Fraisthorpe & Barmston where the proposed pipeline enters the
sea has a large number of Sand Martin burrows – damage to these should be avoided and
the cliff should not be weakened as this would make future burrows more likely to collapse.
The beach and coastal waters between Fraisthorpe & Barmston are a favoured wader & gull
roost – disturbance should be kept to a minimum and avoided if possible
Operation of the pipeline
Measures to be taken in event of leakage / damage to pipeline
Effect of temperature rise from pipeline on soil fauna and in the sea
Any physical / chemical / biological effects anticipated and methods to mitigate if necessary

Wendy McKay
Clerk to Spaldington Parish Council

Hannah Nelson
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Atkinson, Elaine [Elaine.Atkinson@stockton.gov.uk]
05 March 2013 09:28
Environmental Services
Application Reference 130218-EN070001-1660273

Dear Sir
Thank You for the recent consultation on the application for the Yorkshire and Humber
Carbon Capture and Storage (CCS) Cross Country Pipeline.
I can confirm that Stockton Borough Council do not wish to comment on this proposal.
Kind Regards
Elaine Atkinson
Senior Planning Officer
Development and Neighbourhood Services
Stockton on Tees Borough Council
Municipal Buildings
Church Road
Stockton on Tees TS18
Direct Line 01642 526062
Planning applications can be viewed online at the web-link below.
http://www.developmentmanagement.stockton.gov.uk/online-applications/
**************************************************************************************
***********
Any opinions or statements expressed in this e mail are those of the individual and
not
necessarily those of Stockton-on-Tees Council/Tees Active Limited.
This e mail and any files transmitted with it are confidential and solely for the use
of the
intended recipient. If you receive this in error, please do not disclose any
information to
anyone and notify the sender at the above address.
Stockton-on-Tees Borough Council/Tees Active Limited`s computer systems and
communications may be monitored to ensure effective operation of the system
and for other lawful purposes.
Although we have endeavoured to ensure that this e mail and any attachments are
free from any virus we would advise you to take any necessary steps to ensure that
they are actually virus free.
**************************************************************************************
***********
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Navigation Directorate [Navigation.Directorate@thls.org]

Sent:

27 February 2013 13:54

To:

Environmental Services

Cc:

Nick Dodson; Anna Gibb; Martin Thomas; Roger Barker

Subject: Yorkshire and Humber CCS Cross Country Pipeline Scoping Consultation 130218_EN070001_1660273
Dear Hannah Pratt,
With reference to the above, Trinity House advise that the following information should be provided in the
Environmental Statement (ES):
•
•
•
•

A Navigational Risk Assessment (NRA) for the offshore works, as well as any locations where the
onshore pipeline crosses a navigable waterways.
Proposed risk mitigation measures including any aids to navigation required.
Bathymetric information for the offshore pipeline / burial depths / combined effects and protection
of pipeline and/or cable crossings.
Combined effects should be fully investigated for the offshore part of the project.

Kind regards,
Steve Vanstone
Navigation Services Officer
This e-mail has been scanned for all viruses on behalf of Trinity House by the MessageLabs AntiVirus service.
This communication, together with any files or attachments transmitted with it contains information which is confidential and may be
subject to legal privilege and is intended solely for the use by the person(s) or entity to whom it is addressed. If you are not the
intended recipient you must not copy, distribute, publish or take any action in reliance on it. If you have received this communication
in error, please notify postmaster@thls.org and delete it from your computer systems.
Trinity House reserves the right to monitor all communications for lawful purposes. Receipt of this email does not imply consent to
use or provide this email address, or any others contained therein, to any third party for any purposes. The contents of this email are
protected under international copyright law.
To save energy and paper please print this email only if you really need to.
This email originated from: "The Corporation of Trinity House of Deptford Strond" which is incorporated by Royal Charter in England
and Wales. The Royal Charter number is RC 000622. The Registered office is Trinity House, Tower Hill, London, EC3N 4DH.
Website: http://www.trinityhouse.co.uk

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet
anti-virus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs.
(CCTM Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s
IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************
Correspondents should note that all communications to Department for Communities and Local Government may be
automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
**********************************************************************
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Hannah Nelson
From:

Dave Telford [

Sent:

06 March 2013 12:24

To:

Environmental Services

]

Subject: Re: (CCS) Proposal by National Grid Carbon Ltd

Dear Hannah
Thanks for the correct link, I have selectively accessed the report and brought it to the attention
of the Members of Wroot Parish Council at its meeting held last night. The proposed route does
not impinge on the Parish of Wroot; as a consequence, the Parish Council has no comments with
regard to this proposal.
Kind regards
Dave
Clerk to Wroot Parish Council
From: Environmental Services <EnvironmentalServices@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk>
To:
Sent: Thursday, 21 February 2013, 9:56
Subject: FW: (CCS) Proposal by National Grid Carbon Ltd

Dear Mr Telford
My apologies you have not been able to access the scoping report and for
the delay in response as I have been out of the office. I have noticed that in
the link below there is a '.' (full stop) omitted after the word infrastructure.
Therefore the correct link is:
http://infrastructure.planningportal.gov.uk/YorkCCS-ScopingReport.pdf
If this does not work, please go to our homepage
http://infrastructure.independent.gov.uk/ and type in Yorkshire and Humber
CCS Cross Country Pipeline in the Project search on the right hand side of
the page. Then go to the 'project documents' tab and you should be able to
access the scoping report from here. Please let me know if you still have any
problems.
Kind regards
Hannah
Hannah Pratt
EIA and Land Rights Advisor
National Infrastructure Directorate,
The Planning Inspectorate,
Temple Quay House,
Temple Quay,
Bristol,
BS1 6PN
Direct Line: 0303 444 5001
Helpline: 0303 444 5000
Email: Hannah.Pratt@infrastructure.gsi.gov.uk
Web: www.planningportal.gov.uk/planninginspectorate (Planning Inspectorate
casework and appeals)

19/03/2013

Page 2 of 3

Web: www.planningportal.gov.uk/infrastructure (Planning Inspectorate's National
Infrastructure Planning portal)
Advice may be given about applying for an order granting development consent or making
representations about an application (or a proposed application). This communication does not
however constitute legal advice upon which you can rely and you should obtain your own legal
advice and professional advice as required.
A record of the advice which is provided will be recorded on the Planning Inspectorate website
together with the name of the person or organisation who asked for the advice. The privacy of
any other personal information will be protected in accordance with our Information Charter
which you should view before sending information to the Planning Inspectorate.
From: Dave Telford
Sent: 19 February 2013 16:23
To: Enquiries
Subject: (CCS) Proposal by National Grid Carbon Ltd

Dear Sirs
Following your letter to Wroot Parish Council dated 18 Feb 2013 I have just tried to access
http://infrastructureplanningportal.gov.uk/YorkCCS-ScopingReport.pdf as suggested only to be
informed that it can not be found. Can you advise or alternatively email the information to me.
Kind regards
Dave Telford
Clerk to Wroot Parish Council
This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet antivirus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs. (CCTM
Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************
This email and any files transmitted with it are private and intended solely for the use of the individual or entity to which they are
addressed. If you are not the intended recipient the E-mail and any files have been transmitted to you in error and any copying,
distribution or other use of the information contained in them is strictly prohibited.
Nothing in this E-mail message amounts to a contractual or other legal commitment on the part of the Government unless confirmed by a
communication signed on behalf of the Secretary of State.
The Department's computer systems may be monitored and communications carried on them recorded, to secure the effective operation
of the system and for other lawful purposes.
Correspondents should note that all communications from Department for Communities and Local Government may be automatically
logged, monitored and/or recorded for lawful purposes.
***********************************************************************************

The original of this email was scanned for viruses by the Government Secure Intranet virus scanning
service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs. (CCTM
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Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.

This email was received from the INTERNET and scanned by the Government Secure Intranet antivirus service supplied by Cable&Wireless Worldwide in partnership with MessageLabs. (CCTM
Certificate Number 2009/09/0052.) In case of problems, please call your organisation’s IT Helpdesk.
Communications via the GSi may be automatically logged, monitored and/or recorded for legal
purposes.
**********************************************************************

19/03/2013

Page 1 of 1

Hannah Nelson
From:

Janet Bainbridge [Janet.Bainbridge@yorkshiredales.org.uk]

Sent:

14 March 2013 14:26

To:

Environmental Services

Subject: 130218_EN070001_1660273

Dear Hannah
130218_EN070001_1660273
Thank you for your consultation on the above EIA application.
The Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority has no comments to make.
Regards
Janet Bainbridge
Planning Assistant
Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority

janet.bainbridge@yorkshiredales.org.uk

________________________________________________________________________
Warning
This email and any attachments may contain information that is privileged, confidential or
otherwise protected from disclosure. They are intended solely for the named recipient(s), and
must not be used by, or copied or disclosed to, any other persons. If you are not an intended
recipient please accept our apologies, contact us to let us know the email has gone astray, and
then delete it. Unauthorised copying, distribution or disclosure is prohibited and may be
unlawful. Unless otherwise indicated, copyright in the email and all attachments belong to the
Yorkshire Dales National Park Authority. Although this email and any attachments are believed
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APPENDIX 3
Presentation of the Environmental
Statement

APPENDIX 3
PRESENTATION OF THE ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT
The Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and
Procedure) Regulations 2009 (SI 2264) (as amended) sets out the
information which must be provided for an application for a development
consent order (DCO) for nationally significant infrastructure under the
Planning Act 2008. Where required, this includes an environmental
statement. Applicants may also provide any other documents considered
necessary to support the application. Information which is not
environmental information need not be replicated or included in the ES.
An environmental statement (ES) is described under the Infrastructure
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations 2009 (SI 2263)
(as amended) (the EIA Regulations) as a statement:

a)

‘that includes such of the information referred to in Part 1 of
Schedule 4 as is reasonably required to assess the environmental
effects of the development and of any associated development and
which the applicant can, having regard in particular to current
knowledge and methods of assessment, reasonably be required to
compile; but

b)

that includes at least the information required in Part 2 of
Schedule 4’.
(EIA Regulations Regulation 2)

The purpose of an ES is to ensure that the environmental effects of a
proposed development are fully considered, together with the economic or
social benefits of the development, before the development consent
application under the Planning Act 2008 is determined. The ES should be
an aid to decision making.
The SoS advises that the ES should be laid out clearly with a minimum
amount of technical terms and should provide a clear objective and
realistic description of the likely significant impacts of the proposed
development. The information should be presented so as to be
comprehensible to the specialist and non-specialist alike. The SoS
recommends that the ES be concise with technical information placed in
appendices.

ES Indicative Contents
The SoS emphasises that the ES should be a ‘stand alone’ document in
line with best practice and case law. The EIA Regulations Schedule 4,
Parts 1 and 2, set out the information for inclusion in environmental
statements.
Schedule 4 Part 1 of the EIA Regulations states this information includes:
‘17.

Description of the development, including in particular—
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(a)
(b)
(c)

a description of the physical characteristics of the
whole development and the land-use requirements
during the construction and operational phases;
a description of the main characteristics of the
production processes, for instance, nature and quantity
of the materials used;
an estimate, by type and quantity, of expected
residues and emissions (water, air and soil pollution,
noise, vibration, light, heat, radiation, etc) resulting
from the operation of the proposed development.

18.

An outline of the main alternatives studied by the applicant
and an indication of the main reasons for the applicant’s
choice, taking into account the environmental effects.

19.

A description of the aspects of the environment likely to be
significantly affected by the development, including, in
particular, population, fauna, flora, soil, water, air, climatic
factors, material assets, including the architectural and
archaeological heritage, landscape and the interrelationship
between the above factors.

20.

A description of the likely significant effects of the
development on the environment, which should cover the
direct effects and any indirect, secondary, cumulative, short,
medium and long-term, permanent and temporary, positive
and negative effects of the development, resulting from:
(a)
the existence of the development;
(b)
the use of natural resources;
(c)
the emission of pollutants, the creation of nuisances
and the elimination of waste,
and the description by the applicant of the forecasting
methods used to assess the effects on the environment.

21.

A description of the measures envisaged to prevent, reduce
and where possible offset any significant adverse effects on
the environment.

22.

A non-technical summary of the information provided under
paragraphs 1 to 5 of this Part.

23.

An indication of any difficulties (technical deficiencies or lack
of know-how) encountered by the applicant in compiling the
required information’.
EIA Regulations Schedule 4 Part 1

4.16

The content of the ES must include as a minimum those
matters set out in Schedule 4 Part 2 of the EIA Regulations.
This includes the consideration of ‘the main alternatives
studied by the applicant’ which the SoS recommends could be
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addressed as a separate chapter in the ES. Part 2 is included
below for reference:

4.17

Schedule 4 Part 2

•

A description of the development comprising information on the
site, design and size of the development

•

A description of the measures envisaged in order to avoid, reduce
and, if possible, remedy significant adverse effects

•

The data required to identify and assess the main effects which the
development is likely to have on the environment

•

An outline of the main alternatives studies by the applicant and an
indication of the main reasons for the applicant’s choice, taking into
account the environmental effects, and

•

A non-technical summary of the information provided [under the
four paragraphs above].

Traffic and transport is not specified as a topic for assessment under
Schedule 4; although in line with good practice the SoS considers it is an
important consideration per se, as well as being the source of further
impacts in terms of air quality and noise and vibration.

Balance
The SoS recommends that the ES should be balanced, with matters which
give rise to a greater number or more significant impacts being given
greater prominence. Where few or no impacts are identified, the technical
section may be much shorter, with greater use of information in
appendices as appropriate.
The SoS considers that the ES should not be a series of disparate reports
and stresses the importance of considering inter-relationships between
factors and cumulative impacts.

Scheme Proposals
The scheme parameters will need to be clearly defined in the draft DCO
and therefore in the accompanying ES which should support the
application as described. The SoS is not able to entertain material changes
to a project once an application is submitted. The SoS draws the attention
of the applicant to the DCLG and the Planning Inspectorate’s published
advice on the preparation of a draft DCO and accompanying application
documents.

Flexibility
The SoS acknowledges that the EIA process is iterative, and therefore the
proposals may change and evolve. For example, there may be changes to
the scheme design in response to consultation. Such changes should be
addressed in the ES. However, at the time of the application for a DCO,
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any proposed scheme parameters should not be so wide ranging as to
represent effectively different schemes.

It is a matter for the applicant, in preparing an ES, to consider whether it
is possible to assess robustly a range of impacts resulting from a large
number of undecided parameters. The description of the proposed
development in the ES must not be so wide that it is insufficiently certain
to comply with requirements of paragraph 17 of Schedule 4 Part 1 of the
EIA Regulations.
The Rochdale Envelope principle (see R v Rochdale MBC ex parte Tew
(1999) and R v Rochdale MBC ex parte Milne (2000)) is an accepted way
of dealing with uncertainty in preparing development applications. The
applicant’s attention is drawn to the Planning Inspectorate’s Advice Note 9
‘Rochdale Envelope’ which is available on the Advice Note’s page of the
National Infrastructure Planning website.
The applicant should make every attempt to narrow the range of options
and explain clearly in the ES which elements of the scheme have yet to be
finalised and provide the reasons. Where some flexibility is sought and the
precise details are not known, the applicant should assess the maximum
potential adverse impacts the project could have to ensure that the
project as it may be constructed has been properly assessed.
The ES should be able to confirm that any changes to the development
within any proposed parameters would not result in significant impacts not
previously identified and assessed. The maximum and other dimensions of
the proposed development should be clearly described in the ES, with
appropriate justification. It will also be important to consider choice of
materials, colour and the form of the structures and of any buildings.
Lighting proposals should also be described.

Scope
The SoS recommends that the physical scope of the study areas should be
identified under all the environmental topics and should be sufficiently
robust in order to undertake the assessment. The extent of the study
areas should be on the basis of recognised professional guidance,
whenever such guidance is available. The study areas should also be
agreed with the relevant consultees and local authorities and, where this
is not possible, this should be stated clearly in the ES and a reasoned
justification given. The scope should also cover the breadth of the topic
area and the temporal scope, and these aspects should be described and
justified.
Physical Scope
In general the SoS recommends that the physical scope for the EIA should
be determined in the light of:
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•

the nature of the proposal being considered

•

the relevance in terms of the specialist topic

•

the breadth of the topic

•

the physical extent of any surveys or the study area, and

•

the potential significant impacts.

The SoS recommends that the physical scope of the study areas should be
identified for each of the environmental topics and should be sufficiently
robust in order to undertake the assessment. This should include at least
the whole of the application site, and include all offsite works. For certain
topics, such as landscape and transport, the study area will need to be
wider. The extent of the study areas should be on the basis of recognised
professional guidance and best practice, whenever this is available, and
determined by establishing the physical extent of the likely impacts. The
study areas should also be agreed with the relevant consultees and,
where this is not possible, this should be stated clearly in the ES and a
reasoned justification given.
Breadth of the Topic Area
The ES should explain the range of matters to be considered under each
topic and this may respond partly to the type of project being considered.
If the range considered is drawn narrowly then a justification for the
approach should be provided.
Temporal Scope
The assessment should consider:
•
•
•
•

environmental impacts during construction works
environmental impacts on completion/operation of the development
where appropriate, environmental impacts a suitable number of
years after completion of the development (for example, in order to
allow for traffic growth or maturing of any landscape proposals), and
environmental impacts during decommissioning.

In terms of decommissioning, the SoS acknowledges that the further into
the future any assessment is made, the less reliance may be placed on
the outcome. However, the purpose of such a long term assessment, as
well as to enable the decommissioning of the works to be taken into
account, is to encourage early consideration as to how structures can be
taken down. The purpose of this is to seek to minimise disruption, to reuse materials and to restore the site or put it to a suitable new use. The
SoS encourages consideration of such matters in the ES.
The SoS recommends that these matters should be set out clearly in the
ES and that the suitable time period for the assessment should be agreed
with the relevant statutory consultees.
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The SoS recommends that throughout the ES a standard terminology for
time periods should be defined, such that for example, ‘short term’ always
refers to the same period of time.
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Baseline
The SoS recommends that the baseline should describe the position from
which the impacts of the proposed development are measured. The
baseline should be chosen carefully and, whenever possible, be consistent
between topics. The identification of a single baseline is to be welcomed in
terms of the approach to the assessment, although it is recognised that
this may not always be possible.
The SoS recommends that the baseline environment should be clearly
explained in the ES, including any dates of surveys, and care should be
taken to ensure that all the baseline data remains relevant and up to date.
For each of the environmental topics, the data source(s) for the baseline
should be set out together with any survey work undertaken with the
dates. The timing and scope of all surveys should be agreed with the
relevant statutory bodies and appropriate consultees, wherever possible.
The baseline situation and the proposed development should be described
within the context of the site and any other proposals in the vicinity.

Identification of Impacts and Method Statement
Legislation and Guidelines
In terms of the EIA methodology, the SoS recommends that reference
should be made to best practice and any standards, guidelines and
legislation that have been used to inform the assessment. This should
include guidelines prepared by relevant professional bodies.
In terms of other regulatory regimes, the SoS recommends that relevant
legislation and all permit and licences required should be listed in the ES
where relevant to each topic. This information should also be submitted
with the application in accordance with the APFP Regulations.
In terms of assessing the impacts, the ES should approach all relevant
planning and environmental policy – local, regional and national (and
where appropriate international) – in a consistent manner.
Assessment of Effects and Impact Significance
The EIA Regulations require the identification of the ‘likely significant
effects of the development on the environment’ (Schedule 4 Part 1
paragraph 20).
As a matter of principle, the SoS applies the precautionary approach to
follow the Court’s2 reasoning in judging ‘significant effects’. In other words

2

See Landelijke Vereniging tot Behoud van de Waddenzee and Nederlandse
Vereniging tot Bescherming van Vogels v Staatssecretris van Landbouw
(Waddenzee Case No C 127/02/2004)
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‘likely to affect’ will be taken as meaning that there is a probability or risk
that the development will have an effect, and not that a development will
definitely have an effect.
The SoS considers it is imperative for the ES to define the meaning of
‘significant’ in the context of each of the specialist topics and for
significant impacts to be clearly identified. The SoS recommends that the
criteria should be set out fully and that the ES should set out clearly the
interpretation of ‘significant’ in terms of each of the EIA topics.
Quantitative criteria should be used where available. The SoS considers
that this should also apply to the consideration of cumulative impacts and
impact inter-relationships.
The SoS recognises that the way in which each element of the
environment may be affected by the proposed development can be
approached in a number of ways. However it considers that it would be
helpful, in terms of ease of understanding and in terms of clarity of
presentation, to consider the impact assessment in a similar manner for
each of the specialist topic areas. The SoS recommends that a common
format should be applied where possible.
Inter-relationships between environmental factors
The inter-relationship between aspects of the environments likely to be
significantly affected is a requirement of the EIA Regulations (see
Schedule 4 Part 1 of the EIA Regulations). These occur where a number of
separate impacts, e.g. noise and air quality, affect a single receptor such
as fauna.
The SoS considers that the inter-relationships between factors must be
assessed in order to address the environmental impacts of the proposal as
a whole. This will help to ensure that the ES is not a series of separate
reports collated into one document, but rather a comprehensive
assessment drawing together the environmental impacts of the proposed
development. This is particularly important when considering impacts in
terms of any permutations or parameters to the proposed development.
Cumulative Impacts
The potential cumulative impacts with other major developments will need
to be identified, as required by the Directive. The significance of such
impacts should be shown to have been assessed against the baseline
position (which would include built and operational development). In
assessing cumulative impacts, other major development should be
identified through consultation with the local planning authorities and
other relevant authorities on the basis of those that are:
•
•
•
•

under construction
permitted application(s), but not yet implemented
submitted application(s) not yet determined
projects on the National Infrastructure’s programme of projects
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•

•

identified in the relevant development plan (and emerging
development plans - with appropriate weight being given as they
move closer to adoption) recognising that much information on any
relevant proposals will be limited, and
identified in other plans and programmes (as appropriate) which set
the framework for future development consents/approvals, where
such development is reasonably likely to come forward.

Details should be provided in the ES, including the types of development,
location and key aspects that may affect the EIA and how these have been
taken into account as part of the assessment.
The SoS recommends that offshore wind farms should also take account
of any offshore licensed and consented activities in the area, for the
purposes of assessing cumulative effects, through consultation with the
relevant licensing/consenting bodies.
For the purposes of identifying any cumulative effects with other
developments in the area, applicants should also consult consenting
bodies in other EU states to assist in identifying those developments (see
commentary on Transboundary Effects below).
Related Development
The ES should give equal prominence to any development which is related
with the proposed development to ensure that all the impacts of the
proposal are assessed.
The SoS recommends that the applicant should distinguish between
development for which development consent will be sought and any other
development. This distinction should be clear in the ES.
Alternatives
The ES must set out an outline of the main alternatives studied by the
applicant and provide an indication of the main reasons for the applicant’s
choice, taking account of the environmental effect (Schedule 4 Part 1
paragraph 18).
Matters should be included, such as inter alia alternative design options
and alternative mitigation measures. The justification for the final choice
and evolution of the scheme development should be made clear. Where
other sites have been considered, the reasons for the final choice should
be addressed.
The SoS advises that the ES should give sufficient attention to the
alternative forms and locations for the off-site proposals, where
appropriate, and justify the needs and choices made in terms of the form
of the development proposed and the sites chosen.
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Mitigation Measures
Mitigation measures may fall into certain categories namely: avoid;
reduce; compensate or enhance (see Schedule 4 Part 1 paragraph 21);
and should be identified as such in the specialist topics. Mitigation
measures should not be developed in isolation as they may relate to more
than one topic area. For each topic, the ES should set out any mitigation
measures required to prevent, reduce and where possible offset any
significant adverse effects, and to identify any residual effects with
mitigation in place. Any proposed mitigation should be discussed and
agreed with the relevant consultees.
The effectiveness of mitigation should be apparent. Only mitigation
measures which are a firm commitment and can be shown to be
deliverable should be taken into account as part of the assessment.
It would be helpful if the mitigation measures proposed could be cross
referred to specific provisions and/or requirements proposed within the
draft development consent order. This could be achieved by means of
describing the mitigation measures proposed either in each of the
specialist reports or collating these within a summary section on
mitigation.
The SoS advises that it is considered best practice to outline in the ES, the
structure of the environmental management and monitoring plan and
safety procedures which will be adopted during construction and operation
and may be adopted during decommissioning.
Cross References and Interactions
The SoS recommends that all the specialist topics in the ES should cross
reference their text to other relevant disciplines. Interactions between the
specialist topics is essential to the production of a robust assessment, as
the ES should not be a collection of separate specialist topics, but a
comprehensive assessment of the environmental impacts of the proposal
and how these impacts can be mitigated.
As set out in EIA Regulations Schedule 4 Part 1 paragraph 23, the ES
should include an indication of any technical difficulties (technical
deficiencies or lack of know-how) encountered by the applicant in
compiling the required information.
Consultation
The SoS recommends that any changes to the scheme design in response
to consultation should be addressed in the ES.
It is recommended that the applicant provides preliminary environmental
information (PEI) (this term is defined in the EIA Regulations under
regulation 2 ‘Interpretation’) to the local authorities.
Consultation with the local community should be carried out in accordance
with the SoCC which will state how the applicant intends to consult on the
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preliminary environmental information (PEI). This PEI could include results
of detailed surveys and recommended mitigation actions. Where effective
consultation is carried out in accordance with Section 47 of the Planning
Act, this could usefully assist the applicant in the EIA process – for
example the local community may be able to identify possible mitigation
measures to address the impacts identified in the PEI. Attention is drawn
to the duty upon applicants under Section 50 of the Planning Act to have
regard to the guidance on pre-application consultation.

Transboundary Effects
The SoS recommends that consideration should be given in the ES to any
likely significant effects on the environment of another Member State of
the European Economic Area. In particular, the SoS recommends
consideration should be given to discharges to the air and water and to
potential impacts on migratory species and to impacts on shipping and
fishing areas.
The Applicant’s attention is also drawn to the Planning Inspectorate’s
Advice Note 12 ‘Development with significant transboundary impacts
consultation’ which is available on the Advice Notes Page of the National
Infrastructure Planning website

Summary Tables
The SoS recommends that in order to assist the decision making process,
the applicant may wish to consider the use of tables:
Table X

to identify and collate the residual impacts after mitigation on
the basis of specialist topics, inter-relationships and
cumulative impacts.

Table XX

to demonstrate how the assessment has taken account of
this Opinion and other responses to consultation.

Table XXX to set out the mitigation measures proposed,
assisting the reader, the SoS considers that this
enable the applicant to cross refer mitigation
provisions proposed to be included within
Development Consent Order.

as well as
would also
to specific
the draft

Table XXXX to cross reference where details in the HRA (where one is
provided) such as descriptions of sites and their locations,
together with any mitigation or compensation measures, are
to be found in the ES.

Terminology and Glossary of Technical Terms
The SoS recommends that a common terminology should be adopted. This
will help to ensure consistency and ease of understanding for the decision
making process. For example, ‘the site’ should be defined and used only in
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terms of this definition so as to avoid confusion
wider site area or the surrounding site.

with, for example, the

A glossary of technical terms should be included in the ES.

Presentation
The ES should have all of its paragraphs numbered, as this makes
referencing easier as well as accurate.
Appendices must be clearly referenced, again with all paragraphs
numbered.
All figures and drawings, photographs and photomontages should be
clearly referenced.
Figures should clearly show the proposed site
application boundary.

Bibliography
A bibliography should be included in the ES. The author, date and
publication title should be included for all references. All publications
referred to within the technical reports should be included.

Non Technical Summary
The EIA Regulations require a Non Technical Summary (EIA Regulations
Schedule 4 Part 1 paragraph 22). This should be a summary of the
assessment in simple language. It should be supported by appropriate
figures, photographs and photomontages.

Appendix 3

