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Esso Petroleum Company Limited – Southampton to London pipeline 
Application for a Development Consent Order under the Planning Act 2008 
 
Proposed outline of site-specific CONSTRUCTION ENVIRONMENTAL 
MANAGEMENT PLAN (CEMP) for locations of highest sensitivity on the 
pipeline route 
 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
Assessments of the local impacts of Esso’s pipeline proposal by local authorities in Surrey have 
identified a small number of particularly sensitive sites for which the agreement of clear and 
enforceable environmental safeguards, beyond those set out in Esso’s draft DCO and related 
documents, are considered essential before any Order is made. 
 
From west to east the sites concerned are as follows. 
 
Rushmoor Borough Council 
• Natura 2000 sites generally – working methods to avoid significant adverse impacts on 

the habitats and species designated under the SPA, SAC and SSSIs and any supporting 
habitats in conjunction with Natural England, the local authorities and land owners 

• Internationally nationally and locally designated sites, Southwood Country Park and 
Queen Elizabeth Park – details of protection from pollution, flooding, and the 
conservation of hydrological flows  

• Old Ively Road- disruption of the root zones of trees identified as likely to be ancient 
• Southwood Country Park - where clarification is required on matters including the 

retention of circular walks, access points and the avoidance of severance to the Country 
Park protection of habitat from construction impacts including habitat severance g 
working practices to avoid impacts on the important hedgerow, TPO and notable trees, 
and to  limit impacts to the waterways , avoidance of works in the ground nesting bird 
breeding season from February to September, duration of the works and the maintenance 
of peace and tranquility. 

• Cove Road, Nash Close and Stakes Lane – traffic disruption and loss of residential amenity 
due to partial road closure and works associated with HDD. 

• Cove Brook Greenways regarding the construction methods to ensure no impact on 
bankside vegetation or pollution of riparian habitats 

• Queen Elizabeth Park – where clarification is required regarding the method of 
construction with the preferred method being HDD, a complete tree condition and bat 
surveys of all trees within the order limits, clarification of alternative access route and a 
full assessment of damage to the ecology of woodland due to alternative access. Details 
of timing and duration of the works  

• Frimley Bridge Blackwater Valley SINC and the River Blackwater clarification regarding 
safeguards to ensure no disturbance of the unofficial landfill within the SINC. 

 
The environmental, land use and amenity sensitivities raised by the proposed pipeline in 
these individual locations are site-specific and have been identified in Local Impact Reports 
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(LIRs) and evidence heard at in DCO hearings.  The individual challenges presented by these 
sites warrants a bespoke response but in general it is proposed that Esso will prepare focused 
Construction Method Statements for consideration during the current DCO Examination, 
containing the information set out below. 
 
 
SITE-SPECIFIC CONSTRUCTION ENVIRONMENT MANAGEMENT PLAN : GENERAL CONTENTS 
 
1.  Introduction 
 
Description of the location in which the CEMP would apply and of the finished development 
proposed in the area concerned. 
 
Overview of the works proposed by Esso to construct the pipeline in the location concerned 
and restore the land afterwards.  
 
Description of the ecological impacts on the site from the works and an overview of avoidance 
mitigation and compensation measures to ensure no significant impact and if possible, 
provide biodiversity gain. 
 
2.  Programme 
 
It is recognised that a specific calendar date for the commencement of works cannot be 
identified at this point.  Instead the CEMP should set out the programme of works from 
‘month one’ and identify the main phases of development over a monthly timeline to 
completion, including initial tree works and protected species translocation, likely gaps in 
construction activity (e.g. between tree works, trenchless works and trenched construction), 
land access arrangements during the works and within the gaps where no work is undertaken, 
and the programme for the after-care of the sites.  If works need to avoid or be suspended in 
ecologically sensitive seasons or during school term times, for example, this should be 
explained. 
 
Subject to seasonal constraints it is hoped that this section of the CEMP will specify work 
programmes shorter than the draft DCO and related documents currently envisage.  However, 
the overall length of the programme should take into account restrictions in working hours 
required, for example, to protect residential amenity or maintain peak-hour road access. 
 
3.  Design 
 
The CEMP should specify the narrowest practicable construction corridor and smallest 
working areas in the subject locations. The impacts to ecology and the natural environment 
should be considered and minimized within the construction corridor. 
 
It is acknowledged that precise pipeline routing and engineering design cannot be specified 
at this stage.  Instead the CEMP should describe the process by which Esso or its contractors 
will progress from the broad development parameters provided for in the draft DCO to a 
detailed route and mitigation-specific design.  The description should cover detailed site 
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investigation including species specific surveys for bat roosts within trees and rare and 
common reptiles in particular. The CEMP should contain commitments to meaningful 
engagement with interested parties.  This should include the process for agreeing 
methodologies for future surveys, precise pipeline pathways through wildlife habitats 
including woodland, grassland, heathland, riparian and wetland, open spaces and along public 
highways with local authority representatives and statutory consultees, with the common aim 
of delivering the pipeline in a manner that minimises harm. 
 
Where there are engineering constraints to, for example, weaving a pipeline through 
woodland with a view to minimising tree loss and harm to root systems, or crossing a stream 
using open cut methods these practical limitations should be described and justified in the 
CEMP. 
 
4. Drainage and hydrology 
 
On wetland or sites containing riparian or aquatic habitats, a method statement regarding the 
safeguards to ensure no change in hydrological flows and a construction drainage strategy to 
ensure no pollution of or silt egress into the sensitive wetland and aquatic habitats or 
waterways.  
 
In relation to Southwood Country Park working methodology should be provided to ensure 
no impact on the headwaters of Ively Brook or impact on the wet woodland within 
Southwood Woodlands SANG. 
 
5.  Implementation 
 
The CEMP should explain how relevant general commitments made in Esso’s Register of 
Environmental Actions and Commitments (REAC) will apply in a specific sense in the subject 
locations. 
 
It should also set out arrangements for managing contingencies. 
 
6.  Enforcement 
 
The document should explain how the CEMP will be embodied and enforced in the DCO and 
certified documents.  Options to consider include DCO Requirements, appending the CEMP 
to the Code of Construction Practice, or s.106 legal agreements with the relevant planning 
authorities and  habitat and species specific mitigation plans. 
 
6.  Supporting provisions 
 
The CEMP can refer to and elaborate upon safeguards already offered in the draft DCO.  The 
local authorities request a commitment from Esso that the next draft of the DCO will include 
the following additional provisions, applicable to the entire pipeline route. 
 
1. A new DCO Requirement on tree and hedgerow protection proposed in section  8.7 and 

8.12  of Rushmoor BC LIR paragraph  4.13 of Spelthorne BC’s Local Impact Report (LIR), 
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para. 2.13 of Runnymede BC’s LIR and paragraph 2.16 of Surrey Heath BC’s LIR. 
 
2. Additional provisions in Requirement 7: Construction traffic of the draft DCO, as set out in 

paragraph4.34 of Spelthorne BC’s Local Impact Report (LIR), para. 2.34 of Runnymede BC’s 
LIR paragraph 2.37 of Surrey Heath BC’s LIR and paragraph 8.10 of Rushmoor BC LIR. 
 

3. New DCO Requirements on the Provision of Suitable Alternative Natural Greenspace and 
the Management of Works in Open Space, as proposed under paragraph 13 of Surrey 
Heath BC’s and paragrapgh 2.4 – 2.5 of Rushmoor BC Written Representation submitted 
at Examination Deadline 2 (14 November 2019). 

 
4. A new requirement to secure investigation protection, mitigation and short medium and 

long term management to alleviate impacts on protected and priority habitats and species 
as proposed throughout Rushmoor BC LIR and written representations  

 
5. A new requirement to secure migration for and long term management of sporting 

facilities as proposed within Rushmoor BC LIR paragraphs 8.9 and 8.16  
 
These provisions would be of benefit in understanding the effects of works in the locations 
subject to site-specific CEMPs. 
 
 
___________________________________________________________________________ 


