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05 March 2020
 
The Examining Authority Case Team
(Esso Southampton to London Pipeline)
National Infrastructure Planning
Temple Quay House
2 The Square
Bristol
BS1 6PN
 
Ref. EN070005
 
 
Dear Examination Authority Case Team,
 
ESSO PETROLEUM COMPANY LIMITED: DCO APPLICATION FOR THE
SOUTHAMPTON TO LONDON PIPELINE PROJECT
 
1. UPDATE ON COMMON GROUND DISCUSSIONS BETWEEN ESSO AND

RUNNYMEDE BOROUGH COUNCIL
 
In accordance with the directions for Deadline 6 the Runnymede Borough Council
submits its latest version of the SoCG for consideration by the Panel when
determining whether or not to grant the proposed DCO.

For the avoidance of doubt this is a duplicate of the Draft SoCG submitted by Esso
on 05 March 2020.
 
In accordance with the Council’s current constitution, the final signed version is
subject to the approval of the attached draft by the Council’s Planning Committee. 
It is our intent to bring this before Members and seek their approval and
agreement prior to the end of this Examination process.
 
We will contact the Panel as soon as practicable and no later than the close of the
Examination Period on 09 April 2020 as to the decision of the Council’s Planning
Committee.
 
I enclose:
 
1. Draft Copy of Statement of Common Ground which is an identical copy of the

document submitted by Esso on 05 March 2020.
 
Please do not hesitate to contact me if any clarification is required.
 
May I please request confirmation of receipt of this e-mail and attachment.

mailto:marcel.steward@runnymede.gov.uk
mailto:SouthamptontoLondonPipeline@planninginspectorate.gov.uk
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1. Introduction 


1.1 Purpose of Document 


1.1.1 A Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) is a written statement produced as part of 
the Application process for a Development Consent Order (DCO) and is prepared 
jointly between the applicant for a DCO and another party. It sets out matters of 
agreement between both parties, as well as matters where there is not an agreement. 
It also details matters that are under discussion.  


1.1.2 The aim of a SoCG is to help the Examining Authority manage the Examination 
Phase of a DCO application. Understanding the status of the matters at hand will 
allow the Examining Authority to focus their questioning and provide greater 
predictability for all participants in examination. A SoCG may be submitted prior to the 
start of or during Examination, and then updated as necessary or as requested during 
the Examination Phase. 


1.2 Description of the Project 


1.2.1 Esso Petroleum Company, Limited (Esso) launched its Southampton to London 
Pipeline Project in December 2017. The project proposes to replace 90km of its 
105km aviation fuel pipeline that runs from the Fawley Refinery near Southampton, to 
the West London Terminal storage facility in Hounslow. In spring 2018, Esso held a 
non-statutory consultation which helped it to select the preferred corridor for the 
replacement pipeline. In autumn 2018, it held a statutory consultation on the 
preferred route for the replacement pipeline. In early 2019, it held a second phase of 
statutory consultation on design refinements. The application for Development 
Consent was submitted to the Planning Inspectorate on 14th May 2019.  


1.3 This Statement of Common Ground  


1.3.1 This SoCG has been prepared jointly by Esso as the applicant and Runnymede 
Borough Council as a prescribed consultee and Local Authority as defined within the 
Local Government Act 2000. Runnymede Borough Council has interests in the SLP 
Project, as a Local Planning Authority, as a service provider to its businesses and 
residents and as a landowner affected by the project. 


1.3.2 For the purpose of this SoCG, Esso and Runnymede Borough Council will jointly be 
referred to as the “Parties”. When referencing Runnymede Borough Council alone, 
they will be referred to as “the Authority”.   


1.3.3 Throughout this SoCG: 


• Where a section begins ‘matters agreed’, this sets out matters that have been 
agreed between the Parties.  
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• Where a section begins ‘matters not agreed’, this sets out matters that are not 
agreed between the Parties. 


• Where a section begins ‘matters subject to ongoing discussion’, this sets out 
matters that are subject to further negotiation between the Parties. 


1.4 Structure of the Statement of Common Ground 


1.4.1 This SoCG has been structured to reflect matters and topics of relevance to the 
Authority in respect of Esso’s Southampton to London Pipeline Project. 


• Section 2 provides an overview of the engagement to date between the Parties. 


• Section 3 provides a summary of areas that have been agreed. 


• Section 4 provides a record of areas that have not yet been agreed. 


• Section 5 provides a list of ongoing matters (if any) that will be agreed or not 
agreed by the Parties during examination.  


• Section 6 provides a record of relevant documents and drawings 
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2. Record of Engagement Undertaken to Date 


2.1 Pre-application Engagement and Consultation 


2.1.1 The table below sets out the consultation and engagement that has been undertaken 
between the Parties prior to the submission of the DCO application. 


Table 2.1 Schedule of pre-application meetings and correspondence  


Date Format Topic Discussion Points 


04/12/2017 Correspondence  Project 


introduction  


The project sent a letter to planning team 


at the Authority regarding:  


• Map of current route 


• Project timeline  


• Project introduction 


19/01/2018 Correspondence  


 


Surrey Officers 


Forum 


The Authority’s planning contact was not 


able to attend and asked to be kept 


informed. 


19/01/2018 Correspondence  


 


Surrey 


Members 


Forum 


The Authority’s elected representative 


was not able to attend and asked to be 


kept informed. 


25/01/2018 Correspondence Invite to 


environmental 


workshop 


Invite to attend environmental workshop. 


No one attended from the Authority. 


23/02/2018 Correspondence  


 


Surrey Officers 


Forum 


The Authority’s planning contact was not 


able to attend and asked to be kept 


informed. 


Via email, the Authority requested 


including Residents Associations on the 


list of community association for the 


consultation communications.  


23/02/2018 Correspondence  


 


Surrey 


Members 


Forum 


The Authority’s elected representative 


was not able to attend. 


01/03/2018 Briefing note Non-statutory 


consultation 


 


Briefing note sent to all Local Authorities 


and councillors of wards/elected 


members within each corridor option.  


02/03/2018 Correspondence Data request  The project requested GIS data from the 


Authority.  


Correspondence continued between 


various Authority officers and the project 


team.  


The project was directed to the 


Authority’s mapping system on website 


and to Surrey CC for landfill data. In 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 


addition, the Authority sent data sets to 


the project. 


13/03/2018 Meeting Project update  The meeting was arranged in February. 


Two of the Authority’s officers met with 


the project 


• Project update  


• Look ahead to non-statutory 


consultation process and plan  


• Commitment to Community 


Consultation (CtCC) 


• Construction  


• DCO process 


• GIS data requests 


• Traffic  


15/03/2018 Correspondence Commitment to 


Community 


Consultation – 


early view 


• Email containing CtCC 


• Details of councillors that will be 


notified ahead of launch  


19/03/2018 Correspondence Non-statutory 


(Corridor) 


consultation 


launch  


The project sent the Authority three 


letters: 


1) Notification of launch letter (as a 


potential future statutory consultee) 


2) A notification letter as a landowner, 


with a Person with an Interest in Land 


questionnaire and land plans  


3) Draft CtCC with a separate cover 
letter  


No feedback was provided on the CtCC. 


27/04/2018 Correspondence Non-statutory 


consultation 


response 


Received email stating that various 


departments have responded to 


consultation individually.  


Commercial department had been in 


contact with Fisher German re: plans of 


all land parcels that could be affected. 


Some were missing from information 


sent out by lands team. Commercial 


team sent a response. 


A copy of the two responses received 


are enclosed as Appendix A. 


02/05/2018 Correspondence Pre-preferred 


corridor 


announcement  


The project called the Authority to 


explain how the preferred corridor would 


be selected and then when it would be 


announced to stakeholders. The Parties 


also discussed next steps following the 


preferred corridor announcement re: 







1.1.5 Statement of Common Ground 


 


 


6 


 


Date Format Topic Discussion Points 


route development and environmental 


scoping. The Authority made 


suggestions for engagement with 


members. 


25/05/2018 Surrey Officers Forum  Update Two of the Authority’s officers attended: 


• Presented the findings of the 


Pipeline Corridor Consultation 


and explained how the preferred 


corridor had been selected 


• Details of the preferred corridor 


announcement were shared 


25/05/2018 Surrey Members 


Forum 


Update The invited portfolio holder from the 


Authority’s elected Cabinet did not 


attend. 


30/05/2018 Correspondence  Preferred 


corridor 


announcement   


The Authority was sent two letters: 


• Letter as a key stakeholder 


regarding the preferred corridor 


that was selected  


• A landowner letter 


27/06/2018 Correspondence Initial Working 


Route  


Project update regarding Initial Working 


Route release  


03/07/2018 Meeting  Project update  Four of the Authority’s officers met with 


the project to discuss: 


• Project overview and timeline  


• Explanation of Initial Working 


Route  


• Route through the Authority  


• Point of contact for 


correspondence  


• Addlestone North Cemetery  


• Potential impacts to St Peter’s 


Hospital  


• Local Plan and other planning 


applications  


• Congestion  


• Statement of Community 


Consultation (SoCC) and  


• Environmental Impact 


Assessment Scoping Report  


09/07/2018 Consultation Draft Statement 


of Community 


Consultation 


The draft SoCC was issued for statutory 


consultation to the Authority.  


The Authority made six points, all of 


which were adopted or confirmed. 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 


06/08/2018 and 


21/08/2018 


 


Workshop EIA scoping  Invitation was issued on the 17 July 


2018 to the main point of contact at the 


Authority.  


Several dates were offered. Three of the 


Authority’s officers attended the 


workshop on the 6 August and one 


officer attended the workshop on the 21 


August.  


 


The workshop supported the Planning 


Inspectorate’s scoping consultation.  


• There was broad agreement by 


three borough councils, 


including the Authority regarding 


the approach to scoping 


contaminated land.  


• There was a recognition from 


councils in the northern section 


of the route that historic landfills 


could pose a significant 


challenge. 


24/08/18 Surrey Officers Forum Update Two of the Authority’s officers attended. 


• Review of activity to date 


• SoCC consultation feedback 


• Overview of engagement in 


support of scoping report 


• Summary of content and 


purpose of the statutory 


consultation on the preferred 


route 


• Action was taken to arrange a 


Chertsey Meads site visit with 


the Authority (meeting held on 


18/09/2019). 


24/08/18 Surrey Members 


Forum 


Update The invited portfolio holder from the 


Authority’s elected Cabinet did not 


attend. 


06/09/2018 Correspondence 


 


Launch of 


statutory 


consultation 


(Preferred 


Route)  


The project sent the Authority two letters: 


1) Notification of launch letter (as a 


statutory consultee) 


2) A notification letter as a landowner, 


with a Person with an Interest in Land 


questionnaire and land plans 


(Both letters were in line with the 


Planning Act 2008.) 







1.1.5 Statement of Common Ground 


 


 


8 


 


Date Format Topic Discussion Points 


18/09/2018 Site visit meeting Project 


update/areas of 


botanical 


interest   


• Four areas of botanical interest  


• Agreed on a preferable route 


through Chertsey Meads  


• Look to identify some mitigations 


and enhancements  


• Access track and access to car 


park  


• Borehole access licenses. 


Locations inspected, and it was 


agreed no works would take 


place until exact locations 


surveyed and agreed to ensure 


areas of high botanical interest 


• Timing of hay-making   


• Expressed a desire for ground 


restoration should try to mimic 


existing complex 


microtopography of the site 


19/10/2018 Correspondence  Statutory 


consultation 


response  


A copy is enclosed as Appendix B. 


29/10/2018 Meeting Project update  Two of the Authorities officers attended: 


• Update on consultation and 


early overview of responses  


• Next steps  


• Walkthrough of key changes 


through the Authority 


• Preference remained to enter 


borough through Foxhills Golf 


Course, rather than via Stonehill 


Road 


• Engagement with other 


stakeholders 


• Feedback from consultation  


• Route refinements   


• Borehole licenses  


• Crossing at Chertsey Meads and 


likely design changes. Look to 


avoid areas of most ecological 


value identified in the site 


meeting on 18/09/2018 


• Reinstatement and mitigation 


measures to be discussed at a 


later date  
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 


• Considering trenchless crossing 


at River Bourne  


• SANG access 


• Had been some discussion 


around removal of non-native 


species of trees  


• Travelers in the area  


• Natural England view on 


Dumsey Meadow 


• Next steps for project  


• Logistics hubs  


• Congestion and other traffic 


upgrades in area 


• SoCG 


• Impact reports 


• Project timeline 


• Cumulative impacts and 


potential mitigation measures   


• Keep an eye on emerging 


Southern Rail proposals 


• Liaise with Fisher German over 


any missing landowners   


03/01/2019 Briefing Note Next steps – 


Design 


Refinements 


Consultation  


Sent to planning officers and councillors/ 


members. Provided an overview of the 


Design Refinements Consultation and its 


contents ahead of the launch on 21 


January 2019. The briefing note was 


accompanied by the offer of a meeting, 


although no meetings were arranged. 


18/01/2019 Correspondence  Launch of 


second 


statutory 


(Design 


Refinements) 


consultation  


The project sent the Authority two letters: 


1) Notification of launch letter (as a 


statutory consultee) 


2) A notification letter as a landowner 


(Both letters complied with the approach 


set out the in SoCC).  


14/02/2019` Correspondence Personnel The Authority confirmed changes in 


staffing.  


19/02/2019 Correspondence  Design 


Refinements 


Consultation 


response  


A copy of the two responses received 


are enclosed as Appendix C. 


13/03/19 Meeting Project update  Two of the Authority’s officers attended. 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 


• Meeting with all the key staff 


connected to the SLP Project 


within the Authority 


• Overview of the project to date 


• Route refinement consultation 


outcomes 


• Q&A session 


25/03/2019 Briefing note Next steps The project issued a briefing note to 


planning officers and 


councillors/members following the close 


of the Design Refinements Consultation 


re: next steps.  


27/03/2019 Correspondence Final route 


release 


The project issued a letter to planning 


officers announcing the final route and 


offering a meeting if required. 


02/04/2019 Correspondence Draft DCO Project supplied the Authority with a draft 


of the DCO and asked for comments. 


25/04/2019 Correspondence Next steps The project contacted the Authority to 


provide early warning of its submission 


for development consent. 


13/05/2019 Meeting Project update Four of the Authority’s officers attended. 


• Meeting with all key staff 


connected to SLP Project within 


the Authority 


• Update of project progress, 


including DCO submission to 


Planning Inspectorate date 


• Discussion of land options 


agreement process 


• Discussion of the process and 


key issues covered in this SoCG 


• Briefing on the post-submission 


process including the Local 


Impact Report 


• Environmental Investment 


Programme 
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2.2 Engagement Following Submission of Application  


2.2.1 The table below sets out the consultation and engagement that has been undertaken 
between the Parties since the submission of the DCO application. 


Table 2.2 Schedule of engagement post DCO submission 


Date Format Topic Discussion Points 


16/05/2019 Correspondence Application 


submitted 


The project confirmed that the application for 


Development Consent was submitted to the Planning 


Inspectorate and a USB containing the application was 


being sent in the post to the Authority’s planning team.  


22/05/2019 Correspondence  Request for 


information 


The Authority requested information from the project. 


24/05/2019 Correspondence Agreements The Authority sent a follow up email to its email of 22 


May 2019. 


27/05/2019 Correspondence  Request for 


information 


The project responded to the request for information 


from 22 May 2019 in respect of land matters, draft 


SoCG and the Environmental Investment Programme. 


06/06/2019 Correspondence Safeguarding The project requested that the Authority consult it on 


planning applications where relevant.  


07/06/2019 Correspondence Chertsey Meads 


and Sandgates 


The Authority provided a list of potential improvements 


for Chertsey Meads and Sandgates.  


10/06/2019 Correspondence Safe-guarding The project confirmed with the Authority that it had been 


granted safeguarding and that it would be required to 


consult the project.  


11/06/2019 Correspondence Councillors The Authority requested that the project present the 


scheme to new Councillors. 


12/06/2019 Correspondence Safeguarding The Authority consulted the project on a planning 


application.  


13/06/2019 Correspondence Project update The project advised that the SoCG would be sent as 


soon as possible, that the project will respond on 


Planning Performance Agreement/fees and confirmed 


that the project could attend a short briefing on 18 June 


2019 for the new Councillors.  


18/06/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads 


and Sandgates 


The project requested the size or a map indicating how 


much land requiring fencing.  


19/06/2019 Correspondence  Safeguarding The project made a representation on the planning 


application in respect of the request from 12 June 2019. 


27/06/2019 Correspondence  SoCG and 


Relevant 


Representation 


Telephone call between the project and the Authority 


regarding the extension of the period for Runnymede’s 


agreement of the offer within the 100% incentive period 


for the land agreement subject to governance 


requirements. The project informed the Authority that the 


SoCG was with the Project awaiting approval. The 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 


Authority informed the project team that it intended to 


register as an interested party.  


02/07/2019 Correspondence  Safeguarding The project responded to consultations on six planning 


applications.  


05/07/2019 Correspondence SoCG The project sent a draft of the SoCG to the Authority. 


08/07/2019 Meeting  Project Update The project held a briefing with the Authority. 


09/07/2019 Correspondence Consultation Correspondence between the Authority and the project 


in respect of delivery of the tablet, posters and USB 


sticks.  


10/07/2019 Correspondence  Councillors The project issued slides to the Authority for the 


presentation to Councillors.  


15/07/2019 Correspondence Consultation The Authority requested maps and printed posters.  


16/07/2019 Correspondence  Legal/lands The Authority requested a word version of the Deed of 


Easement and Option Agreement.  


17/07/2019 Correspondence  Consultation The project responded to a consultation on a planning 


application.  


18/07/2019 Correspondence  Project Update Email correspondence between the Authority and the 


project regarding the presentation to Councillors, the 


SoCG and the Planning Performance Agreement. 


19/07/2019 Correspondence  Planning 


Performance 


Agreement 


The project emailed the Authority Planning Performance 


Agreement templates. 


23/07/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads The project emailed the Authority requesting a 


conference call to discuss Chertsey Meads. 


23/07/2019 Correspondence  Planning 


Performance 


Agreement  


The Authority confirmed receipt of the draft Planning 


Performance Agreement and reminded the Project to 


use the generic email alias. 


23/07/2019 Correspondence  Safeguarding  The project provided a response to a consultation on a 


planning application. 


24/07/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads  The Authority emailed the project with some dates for 


the conference call to discuss Chertsey Meads.  


24/07/2019 Correspondence  Safeguarding The project provided a response to a consultation on a 


planning application. 


29/07/2019 Correspondence  SoCG The project emailed the Authority a timetable for 


progressing the SoCG and potential attendance at a 


Chertsey Mead Management Liaison Group meeting.  


31/07/2019 Correspondence Chertsey Meads The Authority emailed the project to postpone any 


discussion on Chertsey Meads.  


29/08/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads The project emailed the Authority with an update on the 


Environmental Investment Programme for Chertsey 


Meads. 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 


30/08/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads The Authority emailed to the project requesting the 


presentation details for the Chertsey Meads Liaison 


Group. 


01/08/2019 Correspondence Project update The project emailed site notice locations and a record of 


all statutory letters.  


03/09/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads  The project sent to the Authority a copy of the 


presentation for the Chertsey Meads Liaison Group. 


04/09/2019 Correspondence  Relevant 


Representation 


The project confirmed that it was unable to respond to 


the concerns raised in the Relevant Representation by 


the deadline requested by the Authority but agreed that 


it would.  


10/09/2019 Correspondence Safeguarding The project provided a response to a consultation on a 


planning application. 


13/09/2019 Correspondence Chertsey Meads 


and 


Environmental 


Investment 


Programme 


The Authority emailed the project regarding the 


Environmental Investment Programme and the SoCG. 


The project team responded to the Authority advising 


that the EIP and table of responses to the Relevant 


Representations were awaiting approval. The Authority 


were informed by the project team that it would support 


changing the Local Impact Report deadline.  


16/09/2019 Correspondence Work 


Programme 


The Authority emailed the project regarding the work 


programme duration.  


17/09/2019 Correspondence Work 


Programme 


The project emailed the Authority advising that the 


installation of the replacement pipeline will take two 


years to complete, with it commencing in 2021.  


23/09/2019 Correspondence Relevant 


Representation 


At the request of the Authority, the Project provided a 


document with response to each theme raised within the 


Authority’s Relevant Representation.  


10/10/2019 Correspondence Environmental 


Investment 


Programme and 


Hearings 


The Project provided a letter of intent regarding the 


Environmental Investment Programme and also spoke 


to the Authority regarding the availability of its council 


chamber for DCO examination hearings.  


17/01/2020 Meeting SoCG, Draft 


Development 


Consent Order, 


Highways  


Discussion took place on the following issues: 


• SoCG 


• Environmental Investment Programme 


• Construction method and reinstatement – 


Chertsey Meads 


• Outline CTMP, CEMP and LEMP 


• Amendment to CoCP to include construction 


methodologies  


• Cathodic Protection cable installation. 
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3. Matters Agreed 


3.1.1 The table below sets out the matters agreed in relation to different topics. 


Table 3.1 Schedule of matters agreed 


Examining 


Authority’s 


suggested 


theme 


Topic  Matter agreed 


 General  
The project and the Authority have met at appropriate times since 


the project launch in December 2017.  


The Authority is satisfied that the consultation and engagement 


with its officers, members and residents has been robust and 


meaningful as per the Gunning Principles. 


The Need and 


Principle of 


the Proposed 


Development 


and 


Examination 


of Alternative 


Routes 


General  
The Authority is satisfied with the approach of consulting on 


corridors and then a route. The project acknowledges the 


Authority’s consultation response. 


General  
The Authority is satisfied with the statutory consultation on the 


pipeline route – both during the Preferred Route Consultation and 


the Design Refinements Consultation. The project acknowledges 


the Authority’s consultation responses. 


The Authority gave its full opinion and comments regarding the 


pipeline route in its statutory consultation responses. 


General  
The Authority acknowledges that the project has listened to its 


consultation responses, in particular in the area of Chertsey 


Meads. It acknowledges that the project proposed and consulted 


on the Authority’s preferred route alignment in this area within the 


design refinements consultation. 


General  
The Authority has no objection to proposed Order Limits and 


Limits of Deviation that define the proposed pipeline route 


(described below), as proposed in the SLP Project’s application 


for development consent; subject to the provisions now provided 


within the outline version of both the CEMP and LEMP being 


implemented once a contractor is appointed upon grant of the 


DCO   


The route starts on the western border of the Borough, on the 


western edge of Chobham Common SSSI / Monk's Walk North & 


West SINC site. The route then continues generally northeast, 


passing through Foxhills Country Club and Resort to the B386 


Longcross Road. The section then crosses the B386 and 


continues north of St Peter’s Hospital. It passes under the A320 


Guildford Road, through the grounds of Salesian School and 
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under the M25. It then continues through Abbey Moor golf course. 


There is then a crossing of the Chertsey Branch railway line 


between Chertsey and Addlestone Stations. The route then 


follows Canford Drive before crossing the A317 Chertsey Road 


and subsequently passing through the playing fields at Addlestone 


Moor. The section then crosses the Chertsey Bourne and passes 


through Chertsey Meads. At the Borough’s eastern border, the 


route passes under the River Thames.  


Highways and 


transport 


Highways 
The Authority is satisfied with the project’s approach to highways 


crossings and street works in its borough; subject to the 


provisions now provided within the outline version of both the 


CEMP and LEMP being implemented once a contractor is 


appointed upon grant of the DCO  


Planning 


policy 


Development Land  
The Authority is satisfied that the route of the proposed pipeline 


does not impact adversely on any strategic allocation identified in 


emerging or adopted local plans within its borough. 


Planning 


policy 


National Policy 


Statements (NPSs) 


 


Development Plan  


The relevant NPSs are: 


• Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1) 


• National Policy Statement for Gas Supply Infrastructure 


and Gas and Oil Pipelines (EN-4) 


While the assessment of the application for development consent 


should be made against the NPSs, both Parties agree the relevant 


Development Plan comprises of:   


• Runnymede Local Plan 2001- 2006 – saved policies 


• Planning obligations – Thames Basin Heaths SPA and 


SAMM 2015 


• Surrey Minerals Local Plan 2011 – Core Strategy, Primary 


Aggregates DPD, Mineral Sites Restoration SPD 


• Surrey Waste Plan 2008  


Both parties agree that the following documents, which are 


emerging policy documents but not yet part of the Development 


Plan, are relevant:  


• Runnymede Submission Local Plan 2015-2030 


• Thorpe Neighbourhood Plan (Current stage - Area 


designated) 
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Methodology 


for 


Environmental 


Impact 


Assessment 


including 


assessment of 


cumulative 


effects 


Environmental 


Impact Assessment  The Authority is satisfied that the Environmental Impact 


Assessment is proportionate to the scale and likely impacts of the 


project within its borough. 


• The scope and methods of the ecological surveys are 


appropriate 


• The mitigation for protected species is appropriate 


• The identification and assessment of effects on 


biodiversity assets is appropriate 


Environmental 


Impact Assessment 


The Authority has provided comments, via the scoping 


consultation and statutory consultation, on the Environmental 


Impact Assessment process and is satisfied that these 


consultations have led to appropriate changes and that these are 


reflected in the design, outcomes and mitigation as reported in the 


Environmental Statement. 


Biodiversity Environmental 


Impact Assessment When considering the Chertsey Meads area, the Authority is 


satisfied that the selection of the final pipeline route is appropriate 


in its response to biodiversity receptors within and in the vicinity of 


the Order Limits.  


Biodiversity Environmental 


Impact Assessment The Authority is satisfied that there are no residual effects on 


biodiversity receptors subject to the provisions now provided 


within the outline version of both the CEMP and LEMP being 


implemented once a contractor is appointed upon grant of the 


DCO at: 


• Land owned by the Council which abuts Pannells Farm; 


and  


• Chertsey Meads. 


 Environmental 


Impact Assessment The Authority agrees that the list of developments and allocations 


within its borough, considered in the cumulative effects 


assessment and reported in Chapter 15 of the Environmental 


Statement, is satisfactory. The list of developments is found in 


Appendix D of this document. 


Construction 


Effects on 


People and 


Communities 


Open Space 


 
The Authority is satisfied that the project is appropriately 


managing the impacts, including the temporary installation and 


post construction impacts, on Open Spaces crossed by the Order 


Limits:  


• Chertsey Meads community use (SANG land). 
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Construction 


Effects on 


People and 


Communities 


SANG 
The Authority agrees the scope of the review the SANG spaces 


that may be impacted by the project, including the measures 


proposed to manage the temporary installation and post-


construction impacts of the replacement pipeline. 


The Draft 


Development 


Consent 


Order 


Draft DCO 
The Authority was sent a draft DCO prior to the submission of the 


application and the Authority did not make any comments.    


Construction 


Environmental 


Management 


Plan / Code of 


Construction 


Practice / 


Register of 


Environmental 


Actions and 


Commitments 


Reinstatement  
Reinstatement is covered by an existing commitment, however, 


discussion has covered ‘what this means in practice’ and both 


parties agree to continue this discussion in the context of land 


right negotiations, outside of this Statement of Common Ground.  


Highways and 


transport 


Mead Lane 
Mead Lane is both a public and private highway. Both Parties 


agree in principle this is the most appropriate access and are 


engaged in discussion to confirm access rights via the Deed of 


Grant, outside of this Statement of Common Ground. 


Security and 


Safety 


 
The Authority had raised concerns regarding this topic that have 


now been satisfactorily addressed.  


The Draft 


Development 


Consent 


Order 


Land Rights  


 


The Authority is seeking a financial settlement for the land rights. 


The Applicant confirmed that the progress related to land rights 


and financial settlement were close to agreement, subject to the 


Authority’s sign-off process. 


 Environmental 


Investment 


Programme (EIP) 


The parties have discussed opportunities for the EIP related to 


Chertsey Meads. The Applicant understands that this is close to 


agreement, subject to the Authority’s sign-off process. 


The Draft 


Development 


Consent 


Order 


 


Construction 


Environmental 


Management 


Plan / Code of 


Construction 


Practice / 


Register of 


Environmental 


Chertsey Meads The Authority is seeking further detail for the method of restoration 


at Chertsey Meads. The Authority prefers natural regeneration 


and has no desire for re-seeding the working area of Chertsey 


Meads. The Applicant agreed the method of restoration of the soil 


structure and bio security during the construction works. The 


Applicant explained this detail would be included in the LEMP and 


subject to the Authority’s approval before works could commence.  


The Authority raised the land is subject to a Countryside 


Stewardship Agreement and the Authority would need to apply for 


dispensation for Natural England to permit works. The Authority 


accepted that was the Authority’s responsibility. The dispensation 


cannot be applied for until the details are known including timing.  


The Authority raised the subterranean boundary marker stones at 


the Meads and agreed to provide the Applicant a plan detailing 
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Actions and 


Commitments 


the location of the stones. The Applicant has plotted the position 


of these marker stones and added these to the Archaeological 


Mitigation Strategy. 
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4. Matters Not Agreed 


4.1.1 The table below sets out the matters not agreed in relation to different topics. 


Table 4.1 Schedule of matters not agreed 


Examining 


Authority’s 


suggested 


theme 


Topic  Matter not agreed 


 Compulsory 


Acquisition 


RBC do not agree that the Applicant has satisfied the necessary 


criteria to justify Compulsory Acquisition as per our position 


presented by Counsel and officers at the both CAH hearings. 


 


Esso requires the option to use Compulsory Acquisition powers in 


order to obtain the necessary rights to deliver the project within 


the Order Limits. In addition, Esso believe that the required 


Compulsory Acquisition tests have been met in the application 


documents.  
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5. Matters Subject to On-going Discussion 


5.1.1 The table below sets out the matters subject to ongoing discussion. 


Table 5.1 Schedule of topics under discussion 


Examining 


Authority’s 


suggested 


theme 


Topic  Matter subject to ongoing discussion 


The Draft 


Development 


Consent Order 


 


Construction 


Environmental 


Management 


Plan / Code of 


Construction 


Practice / 


Register of 


Environmental 


Actions and 


Commitments 


Outline Documents The Applicant has submitted proposed Outline Documents for the 


CEMP, LEMP, CTMP and Community Engagement Plan at 


Deadline 4.  


The Applicant and Authority agree that the draft documents 


provide the required detail for this stage of the application and 


that the final detail will be provided in the detailed documents and 


approved through the discharge of the requirement. 
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6. Relevant documents and drawings 


6.1 List of relevant documents and drawings 


6.1.1 The following is a list of documents and drawings upon which this SoCG is based. 


Table 6.1: Schedule of relevant documents  


Application 


Reference 


Title Content Date 


EN070005 


Document 


6.1 


Environmental Statement Non-


Technical Summary 


Overview of the Environmental Statement 14 May 


2019 


EN070005 


Document 


6.2 


Environmental Statement  Report of the Environmental Impact 


Assessment 


14 May 


2019 


EN070005 


Document 


6.3 


Environmental Statement 


Figures 


Illustrative material to support the 


Environmental Statement 


14 May 


2019 


EN070005 


Document 


6.4 


Environmental Statement 


Appendices 


Additional data and evidence to support the 


Environmental Statement 


14 May 


2019 


EN070005 


Document 


7.1 


Planning Statement  Assessment of the application against 


National Policy Statements EN-1 Energy and 


EN-4 Oil and Gas Pipelines 


14 May 


2019 


RR-212 Relevant Representation The Authority’s Relevant Representations 


relating to the project 


25 July 


2019 


REP1-017 Deadline 1 Submission - Local 


Impact Report 


Assessment of the local impacts of the project 


in Runnymede Borough 


24 October 


2019 


REP1-012 Deadline 1 Submission - 


Responses to Relevant 


Representation 


The Authority’s Notification of wish to speak 


at a Compulsory Acquisition Hearing (CAH), 


Notification of wish to attend the 


Accompanied Site Inspection (ASI) 


24 October 


2019 


REP2-079 Deadline 2 Submission - 


Response to ExA’s first Written 


Questions and Request for 


information  


The Authority’s response to the Examining 


Authority’s first written questions and requests 


for information 


14 


November 


2019 


REP3-035 Deadline 3 – Written 


Summaries of Oral Submission 


The Authority provided a summary.  19 


December 


2019  


REP3-036  Deadline 3 – Letter relating to 


the SoCG  


The Authority provided a letter to explain the 


progress on the SoCG.   


19 


December 


2019  


REP3-045  Deadline 3 – Post-hearing 


submission from Savills on 


behalf of the Authority   


The Authority’s request regarding the outline 


documents and plans.   


19 


December 


2019  
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Application 


Reference 


Title Content Date 


REP4-069 Deadline 4 Submission – 


Response to ExA’s further 


written questions and request 


for information 


The Authority’s response to the Examining 


Authority’s further written questions and 


requests for information 


30 January 


2020 
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7. Appendix A 


7.1 Response to Corridor Consultation (1) 
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7.2 Response to Corridor Consultation (2) 
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8. Appendix B 


8.1 Response to Preferred Route Consultation 
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9. Appendix C  


9.1 Response to Design Refinements Consultation (1) 
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9.2 Response to Design Refinements Consultation (2) 
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10. Appendix D 


Table 8.1 Long list of DCO/Other Developments considered in the Cumulative Effects Assessment  


ID_1 Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope 


/ Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short 


listed


? 


A1 Heathrow 
Expansion  


Adding a northwest 
runway at Heathrow to 
increase air-traffic 
movement, in addition 
to supporting airfield, 
terminal and transport 
infrastructure, works to 
the M25, local roads 
and rivers. 


Scoping Opinion 
received in June 
2018 


Yes 2 <1km to the 
north 


Yes (Application 
for development 
consent due in 
2019/2020; 
Construction 
starts from 2021). 


Schedule 
1 EIA 
developme
nt 


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 


Yes 


A2 Western 
Rail Link 
to 
Heathrow  


Rail link from Reading 
Station to Heathrow 
Terminal 5 by building 
a new rail tunnel to link 
the Great Western 
Mainline to Heathrow 
Airport.  


Scoping Opinion 
received in June 
2015. 
Application to be 
submitted in 
Summer 2019. 


Yes 2 3km Possible 
(Planned 
construction 
2020–2027) 


Schedule 
1 EIA 
developme
nt 


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects not 
anticipated 
due to the 
intervening 
distance 
between this 
scheme and 
the project 


No 


A3 Southern 
Rail Link 
to 
Heathrow 


Southern rail 
connection between 
Chertsey, Virginia 
Water and Staines with 
Heathrow Terminal 5.  


UK Government 
is expected to 
announce the 
next stage of the 
process for 
securing a 
private sector 
developer in 
early 2019. 
Expected to 


Yes 3 >500m No published 
timetable. 
However, if 
operation is due 
to commence in 
2025, 
construction 
could overlap 
with the project 


Schedule 
1 EIA 
developme
nt 


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 


Yes 
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ID_1 Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope 


/ Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short 


listed


? 


become 
operational 
between 2025-
2027. 


construction 
timescale. 


A4 Windsor 
Rail Link  


Phase 1 connects the 
Great Western Rail 
Line from Slough and 
Windsor with the 
Windsor Waterloo line.  


Phase 2 connects 
Heathrow to western 
and southern parts.  


Proposals for 
both phases of 
the project were 
submitted to the 
government on 
31 July 2018. 
It was rejected 
by the 
government in 
December 2018.  


Yes 3 This is 1.9 
km at its 
closest point 
to the 
project. 


No (Proposal 
rejected 
December 2018) 


Schedule 
1 EIA 
developme
nt 


Rejected. 
Scoped out 
of shortlist 


No 


A5 Water 
infrastruct
ure 
projects in 
Hampshir
e  


This consists of a 
number of sewer 
improvements, flood 
protection schemes, 
upgrades to treatment 
works and projects to 
improve the quality of 
treated wastewater to 
meet European 
legislation.  


Otterbourne 
Water Supply 
Works: To 
submit planning 
application in 
March 2019. 
Expected to start 
construction in 
winter 2019 and 
end in spring 
2020. 


Portsmouth 
Flood 
Alleviation: 
Complete. 


Woolston 
Wastewater 
Treatment 
Works: In 
construction and 


Yes 1 Nearest is 
Portswood 
WTW at 7km 


Yes, Otterbourne 
WSW and South 
Hampshire and 
Portsmouth 
WTW could have 
overlapping 
construction 
timescales with 
the project. 


Schedule 
1 EIA 
developme
nt 


No direct 
receptor 
source 
pathway 
identified due 
to distance 
from the 
project. 
Scoped out 
of shortlist 


No 
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ID_1 Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope 


/ Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short 


listed


? 


due for 
completion in 
summer 2019.  


South 
Hampshire (The 
Itchen, 
Candover and 
Testwood 
Water 
Abstraction): 
Public Inquiry 
has now 
concluded and 
further plans are 
being drawn up.  


Portswood 
Wastewater 
Treatment 
Works: 
Construction 
activities are 
currently 
underway and 
due for 
completion in 
March 2025. 


A6 River 
Thames 
Scheme 


Flood relief channel 
from Datchet to 
Teddington Lock 


A pre-planning 
application 
process was 
completed in 
August 2018. 
Subject to 
funding, a full 
planning 


Yes 2 The scheme 
intersects 
the project 
near 
Chertsey 


Yes (Planned 
construction 
2020–2021) 


Schedule 
2 
developme
nt 


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 


Yes 
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ID_1 Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope 


/ Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short 


listed


? 


application may 
be submitted 
October 2019. 


A7 Heathrow 
Western 
Hub 


Expansion of Heathrow 
Airport including new 
and reconfigured hub 
terminal facilities; 
supporting airfield and 
transport infrastructure; 
works to roads and 
rivers; temporary 
construction works; 
mitigation works and 
other associated and 
ancillary development. 


A Scoping 
Report has been 
submitted to the 
Planning 
Inspectorate on 
February 2019 


Yes 2 The scheme 
is located 2.6 
km to the 
northwest 
from the 
northern 
extent of 
SLP project 


Yes (Assuming 
that grant of DCO 
is obtained in late 
2021, the 
scheme is 
expected to be 
fully completed 
by 2030) 


Schedule 
1 
developme
nt 


No direct 
receptor 
source 
pathway 
identified due 
to distance 
from the 
project. 
Scoped out 
of shortlist.  


No 


 


Table 8.2 Long List of Major Applications considered in the Cumulative Effects Assessment  


ID Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description (based 


on information from 


the planning portal) 


Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope / 


Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short


listed


? 


Runnymede Borough Council 


B34 RU.12/127
7 


Demolition of existing 
buildings and 
structures and 
development of 4 x 
two-storey dwellings 
each with attached / 
integrated garage and 
basement together with 


Approved Yes 1   Likely Not 
Schedule 
1 or 2 
developm
ent. 


Scoped out 
due to scale 
and nature of 
the 
development. 


No 
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ID Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description (based 


on information from 


the planning portal) 


Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope / 


Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short


listed


? 


associated landscaping 
and other works 


B35 RU.13/085
7 


Hybrid planning 
application for the 
change of use from 
agriculture to publicly 
accessible open space 
(Sui Generis use), 
together with 
associated 
development, car park, 
footpaths and 
landscaping, including 
a detailed first phase of 
development 
comprising road 
access to an onsite car 
park with 12 spaces, 
an 800m hoggin path, 
dog proof fencing, 
gates, benches, signs 
and landscape 
planting, including 
trees and scrub and a 
wildflower grassland 
within a 5.1ha area  


Approved Yes 1 875m Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent  


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist 


Yes 


B36 RU.15/085
5 


Outline application for 
the erection of up to 
130 residential 
dwellings (including 
affordable housing), 
vehicular access from 
Pretoria Road, open 


Approved Yes 1 Intersecting 
with SLP 


Likely Not 
Schedule 
1 or 2 
developm
ent. 


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist  


Yes 
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ID Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description (based 


on information from 


the planning portal) 


Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope / 


Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short


listed


? 


space, landscaping 
including sustainable 
drainage systems and 
all necessary ground 
works. 


B37 RU.16/105
3 


Redevelopment of land 
to rear of existing office 
buildings to provide 
174 residential units 
and associated access, 
car parking and 
landscape works 
(known as Phase 2) 


Approved Yes 1 1km Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent  


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist   


Yes 


B38 RU.16/174
8 


Proposed works 
comprising the 
following: 1) Multi-faith 
prayer room with 
offices above 2) Offices 
and ancillary 
accommodation for the 
Intensive Therapy Unit 
and Coronary Care 
Unit 3) Enclosure of a 
courtyard with the 
Outpatients Block to 
create extensions to 
the Endoscopy and 
Neurophysiology 
Departments. 


Approved Yes 1 <500m Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent  


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 


Yes 


B39 RU.16/176
5 


Rear and roof 
extension to existing 
office building to 
provide 22 new 


Approved Yes 1 625m Likely Not 
Schedule 
1 or 2 


Scoped out 
due to scale 
and nature of 


No 
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ID Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description (based 


on information from 


the planning portal) 


Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope / 


Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short


listed


? 


residential units, with 
associated 
landscaping, car 
parking and other 
infrastructure. 


developm
ent. 


the 
development. 


B40 RU.17/076
6 


Application for a 
temporary change of 
use of two wings of the 
ground floor for two 
years to a school 
(Class D1), use of the 
Abbey Rangers Car 
Park for pupil drop-off 
and collection, the 
provision of a 
pedestrian access 
route from the Abbey 
Rangers Car Park to a 
school access gate and 
use of The Hub Car 
Park for staff parking to 
facilitate the proposed 
change of use. 


Approved Yes 1 Intersecting 
with SLP 


Likely Not 
Schedule 
1 or 2 
developm
ent. 


Scoped out 
due to scale 
and nature of 
the 
development. 


No 


B41 RU.17/113
6 


Proposed demolition of 
existing Runnymede 
Centre (former The 
Meads School); 
construction of new 
secondary school and 
sports hall; improved 
vehicle access, 
pedestrian access, 
parking and on-site 


Approved Yes 1 50m Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent.  


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 


Yes 
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ID Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description (based 


on information from 


the planning portal) 


Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope / 


Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short


listed


? 


drop-off/pick-up areas; 
formal and informal 
playing area 


B42 RU.17/201
4 


Demolition of existing 
sales building and 
removal of existing 
canopy link. Construct 
new single-storey sales 
building, gated timber 
fenced compound area 
with bins and plant 
units, relocation of LPG 
(Liquefied petroleum 
gas) dispenser and 
construct new 
boundary brick wall. 


 Approved Yes 1 400m Likely Not 
Schedule 
1 or 2 
developm
ent. 


Not expected 
to generate 
cumulative 
effects due to 
the scale of 
the proposed 
scheme 


No 


B43 RU.18/020
6 


EIA Screening Opinion 
Request for proposed 
development for 
approximately 250 
dwellings incorporating 
open space.  


Screening 
Opinion 
Received  


Yes 3 0-500m Not known Schedule 
2 EIA 
developm
ent.  


Insufficient 
information. 


No 


B44 RU.18/128
0 


Construction of 158 
residential dwellings, 
new access road to the 
south of Hanworth 
Lane, open space, 
landscaping and 
sustainable drainage 
systems). 


 Approved Yes 1 <100m Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent. 


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 


Yes 


B45 RU.17/181
5 


Hybrid application 
comprising: 


Approved  Yes 1 350m Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 


Yes 
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ID Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description (based 


on information from 


the planning portal) 


Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope / 


Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short


listed


? 


▪ Redevelopment of 
west site (including 
demolition of all 
existing buildings) 
to provide 212 x 
one-, two-, three-, 
four- and five-
bedroom houses 
and flats and 116 x 
one- and two-
bedroom retirement 
apartments in two-, 
three- and four-
storey buildings 
served by new 
access onto 
Stoneleigh Road 
(outline planning 
application, all 
matters reserved) 


▪ Construction of 
three-storey acute 
care wing 
connected to 
existing hospital; 


▪ Demolition of 
existing buildings 
and erection of 72 x 
one-, two- and four-
bedroom key 
worker dwellings in 
6 x three-storey 
buildings served by 


developm
ent. 


effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist.  
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ID Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description (based 


on information from 


the planning portal) 


Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope / 


Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short


listed


? 


new access onto 
Holloway Hill; 


▪  Demolition of 
existing buildings 
and erection of 72 x 
one-, two- and four-
bedroom key 
worker dwellings in 
8 x three-storey 
buildings 


▪ Erection of single-
storey building and 
infilling at basement 
level to provide new 
staff restaurant and 
1,500m2 of retail 
floorspace; 


▪ Redevelopment of 
car park to provide 
three-storey/six-
deck multi-storey 
car park together 
with alterations to 
internal road layout; 
and 


▪ Erection of 
detached two-
storey workshop 
building together 
with alterations to 
car park 
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ID Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description (based 


on information from 


the planning portal) 


Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope / 


Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short


listed


? 


B46 RU.18/079
6 


Development of 155 
dwellings, new access 
road to the south of 
Hanworth Lane, open 
space, landscaping 
and sustainable 
drainage systems (Site 
A) and for the 
formation of sports 
pitches, associated 
earthworks and 
pavilion with 
associated access, car 
parking and 
landscaping (Site B).  


Screening 
Opinion 
Received  


Yes 3  Intersecting 
with SLP 


Not known Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent. 


Insufficient 
information. 


No 


B47 RU.17/079
3 


Development for up to 
1,400 dwellings, a 
primary school, 
3,210m2 of commercial 
space (restaurants, 
retail, public house), 
930m2 of community 
space, publicly 
accessible open space, 
landscaping, ecological 
habitats, and access. 
SANG will be provided 
on site, which will link 
to Trumps Farm.   


Scoping Opinion 
received  


Yes 2 0.4km Likely Schedule 
2 EIA 
developm
ent. 


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist  


Yes 


B48 RU.18/044
3 


Outline planning 
application for the 
erection of up to 52 
dwellings (including 


Application 
Registered  


Yes 1 0.2km Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent. 


Not expected 
to generate 
cumulative 
effects due to 


No 
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ID Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description (based 


on information from 


the planning portal) 


Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope / 


Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short


listed


? 


affordable housing), 
vehicular access from 
Pretoria Road, 
emergency access 
from Hanworth Lane, 
open space, 
landscaping including 
Sustainable Drainage 
System and all 
necessary ground 
works. All matters 
reserved except for 
means of access, 
layout and scale.'  


the scale of 
the proposed 
scheme 


B49 RU.17/174
9 


Erection of up to 200 
residential dwellings 
(class C3) with 
vehicular access onto 
Bittams Lane, 
associated landscaping 
and public open space  


Application 
Registered  


Yes 1 0.7km Likely Schedule 
2 EIA 
developm
ent. 


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist  


Yes 


Surrey County Council 


B65 12/01132/
SCC 


Extraction of sand and 
gravel and restoration 
to landscaped lakes for 
nature conservation 
after use at Manor 
Farm, Laleham, and 
provision of a 
dedicated area on land 
at Manor Farm 
adjacent to Buckland 
School for nature 


Approved Yes 1 Intersects 
with SLP 


Likely Schedule 
2 EIA 
developm
ent. 


Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist  


Yes 
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ID Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description (based 


on information from 


the planning portal) 


Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope / 


Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short


listed


? 


conservation study; 
processing of the sand 
and gravel in the 
existing Queen Mary 
Quarry (QMQ) 
processing plant and 
retention of the 
processing plant for the 
duration of operations; 
erection of a concrete 
batching plant and an 
aggregate bagging 
plant within the existing 
QMQ aggregate 
processing and 
stockpiling areas; 
installation of a field 
conveyor for the 
transportation of 
mineral and use for the 
transportation of 
mineral from Manor 
Farm to the QMQ 
processing plant; and 
construction of a tunnel 
beneath the Ashford 
Road to accommodate 
a conveyor link 
between Manor Farm 
and QMQ for the 
transportation of 
mineral. 
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ID Name of 


Developm


ent 


Description (based 


on information from 


the planning portal) 


Status Long List Tier Distance 


from the 


Project 


Temporal Scope / 


Overlap with 


Project 


Timescales 


Scale and 


Nature of 


Developm


ent 


Reason for 


Scoping In / 


Out 


Short


listed


? 


B74 17/1151 Erection of a two-
storey building 
comprising six 
classrooms and 
associated landscaping 
following demolition of 
existing single-storey 
modular block. 


Approved Yes 1 0 - 500m No, already 
constructed.  


N/A Scoped out of 
cumulative 
assessment 
as it is 
already 
constructed.  


No 


 


 


 


Table 8.3 Local Development Plan allocations considered in the Cumulative Effects Assessment  


ID Name of the Local Plan Development Description Long 


List 


Tier Reason for Scoping In 


/ Out 


Shortlisted? 


Runnymede Borough Council 


C20 Thorpe Neighbourhood Area Neighbourhood Plan: Thorpe Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C21 Surrey Waste Plan Policy WD1, WD2 Minerals and Waste Allocation: Lyne Lane, 
Chertsey 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C22 Surrey Waste Plan Policy WD2, WD5 Minerals and Waste Allocation: Land adjacent to 
Trumps Farm, Kitsmead Lane, Longcross 


Y Considere
d as 
RU.13/085
7 


Already considered and 
assessed as a Planning 
Application. 


No 


C23 PRIMARY AGGREGATES DPD Policy 
MA2, Area C 


Minerals and Waste Allocation: Hamm Court 
Farm, Weybridge 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C24 Allocation - SL6 (Emerging Local Plan 
2015-2030) 


Allocation – Residential: Pyrcroft Road, Chertsey Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 
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ID Name of the Local Plan Development Description Long 


List 


Tier Reason for Scoping In 


/ Out 


Shortlisted? 


C25 Allocation - SL18 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 


Allocation – Residential: Parcel E, Chertsey 
Bittams, Chertsey 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C26 Allocation - SL17 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 


Allocation – Residential: Parcel D, Chertsey 
Bittams, Chertsey 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C27 Allocation - SL16 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 


Allocation – Residential: Parcel C, Chertsey 
Bittams, Chertsey 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C28 Allocation - SL15 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 


Allocation – Residential: Parcel B, Chertsey 
Bittams, Chertsey 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C29 Allocation - SL14 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 


Allocation – Residential: Parcel A, Chertsey 
Bittams, Chertsey 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C30 Allocation - SD10 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 


Allocation – Mixed Use Garden Village: 
Longcross 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C31 Allocation - SL13 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 


Allocation – Mixed Use: St. Peter's Hospital, 
Chertsey 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C32 Allocation - IE11 (Emerging Local Plan 
2015-2030) 


Allocation – Mixed Use: Sainsburys and car park, 
Heriot Road, Chertsey 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C33 Allocation - IE8 (Emerging Local Plan 
2015-2030) 


Allocation – Mixed Use: Addlestone West, Station 
Road 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C34 Allocation - IE7 (Emerging Local Plan 
2015-2030) 


Allocation – Mixed Use: Addlestone East, Station 
Road 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


C35 Allocation SEA1 - Policy IE2: Strategic 
Employment Areas (Runnymede 
Submission Local Plan 2015-2030) 


Allocation – Employment: Hillswood Business 
Park 


Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 


No 


Surrey County Council 


C62 MC6, MC7 - Surrey Minerals Plan 
Core Strategy Development Plan 
Document 2011 


Minerals and Waste Safeguarded Area: various 
areas along the proposed route, as shown on 
Surrey County Council Minerals Safeguarded 
Areas map 


N   No 


C63 Primary Aggregates DPD 
(Development Plan Document) Policy 
Ma2, Area G 


Minerals and Waste Allocation: Homers Farm, 
Bedfont 


Y Associate
d Planning 
Applicatio


This site as already 
been taken as a 


No 
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ID Name of the Local Plan Development Description Long 


List 


Tier Reason for Scoping In 


/ Out 


Shortlisted? 


n 
SP/13/001
41/SCC 
and 
Spelthorne 
13/00141/
SCA1 


baseline in Chapter 11 
Soils and Geology. 


C64 Primary Aggregates DPD 
(Development Plan Document) Policy 
Ma2, Area J 


Minerals and Waste Allocation: Manor Farm, 
Laleham 


Y Associate
d Planning 
Applicatio
n 
SP/2012/0
1132 and 
Spelthorne 
10/00738/
SCC 


Cumulative effect is not 
considered relevant to 
the assessment of soil 
resources and 
agriculture as these are 
by their nature site 
specific. There are 
therefore no cumulative 
impacts anticipated on 
land use or soil 
resources either during 
or following the 
proposed development. 


No 


C65 Primary Aggregates DPD 
(Development Plan Document) Policy 
Ma2, Area F 


Minerals and Waste Allocation: Home Farm 
Quarry Extension, Shepperton 


Y Associate
d Planning 
Applicatio
n 
SP09/072
0 and 
Spelthorne  


11/01086/
SCC ( 


As per Planning 
Application 
18/01011/SCC 
(Spelthorne BC), 
mineral extraction has 
ceased in this site. 
Therefore, there are no 
potential to have 
cumulative impacts with 
the project. This site as 
already been taken as a 
baseline in Chapter 11 
Soils and Geology. 


No 
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ID Name of the Local Plan Development Description Long 


List 


Tier Reason for Scoping In 


/ Out 


Shortlisted? 


C66 Primary Aggregates DPD 
(Development Plan Document) Policy 
Ma2, Area K 


Minerals and Waste Allocation: Queen Mary 
Reservoir, Ashford 


Y Associate
d Planning 
Applicatio
n 
SP16/011
64/SCRV
C 


Considere
d as 
12/01132/
SCC 


This site as already 
been taken as a 
baseline in Chapter 11 
Soils and Geology. 


No 
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1. Introduction 

1.1 Purpose of Document 

1.1.1 A Statement of Common Ground (SoCG) is a written statement produced as part of 
the Application process for a Development Consent Order (DCO) and is prepared 
jointly between the applicant for a DCO and another party. It sets out matters of 
agreement between both parties, as well as matters where there is not an agreement. 
It also details matters that are under discussion.  

1.1.2 The aim of a SoCG is to help the Examining Authority manage the Examination 
Phase of a DCO application. Understanding the status of the matters at hand will 
allow the Examining Authority to focus their questioning and provide greater 
predictability for all participants in examination. A SoCG may be submitted prior to the 
start of or during Examination, and then updated as necessary or as requested during 
the Examination Phase. 

1.2 Description of the Project 

1.2.1 Esso Petroleum Company, Limited (Esso) launched its Southampton to London 
Pipeline Project in December 2017. The project proposes to replace 90km of its 
105km aviation fuel pipeline that runs from the Fawley Refinery near Southampton, to 
the West London Terminal storage facility in Hounslow. In spring 2018, Esso held a 
non-statutory consultation which helped it to select the preferred corridor for the 
replacement pipeline. In autumn 2018, it held a statutory consultation on the 
preferred route for the replacement pipeline. In early 2019, it held a second phase of 
statutory consultation on design refinements. The application for Development 
Consent was submitted to the Planning Inspectorate on 14th May 2019.  

1.3 This Statement of Common Ground  

1.3.1 This SoCG has been prepared jointly by Esso as the applicant and Runnymede 
Borough Council as a prescribed consultee and Local Authority as defined within the 
Local Government Act 2000. Runnymede Borough Council has interests in the SLP 
Project, as a Local Planning Authority, as a service provider to its businesses and 
residents and as a landowner affected by the project. 

1.3.2 For the purpose of this SoCG, Esso and Runnymede Borough Council will jointly be 
referred to as the “Parties”. When referencing Runnymede Borough Council alone, 
they will be referred to as “the Authority”.   

1.3.3 Throughout this SoCG: 

• Where a section begins ‘matters agreed’, this sets out matters that have been 
agreed between the Parties.  
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• Where a section begins ‘matters not agreed’, this sets out matters that are not 
agreed between the Parties. 

• Where a section begins ‘matters subject to ongoing discussion’, this sets out 
matters that are subject to further negotiation between the Parties. 

1.4 Structure of the Statement of Common Ground 

1.4.1 This SoCG has been structured to reflect matters and topics of relevance to the 
Authority in respect of Esso’s Southampton to London Pipeline Project. 

• Section 2 provides an overview of the engagement to date between the Parties. 

• Section 3 provides a summary of areas that have been agreed. 

• Section 4 provides a record of areas that have not yet been agreed. 

• Section 5 provides a list of ongoing matters (if any) that will be agreed or not 
agreed by the Parties during examination.  

• Section 6 provides a record of relevant documents and drawings 
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2. Record of Engagement Undertaken to Date 

2.1 Pre-application Engagement and Consultation 

2.1.1 The table below sets out the consultation and engagement that has been undertaken 
between the Parties prior to the submission of the DCO application. 

Table 2.1 Schedule of pre-application meetings and correspondence  

Date Format Topic Discussion Points 

04/12/2017 Correspondence  Project 

introduction  

The project sent a letter to planning team 

at the Authority regarding:  

• Map of current route 

• Project timeline  

• Project introduction 

19/01/2018 Correspondence  

 

Surrey Officers 

Forum 

The Authority’s planning contact was not 

able to attend and asked to be kept 

informed. 

19/01/2018 Correspondence  

 

Surrey 

Members 

Forum 

The Authority’s elected representative 

was not able to attend and asked to be 

kept informed. 

25/01/2018 Correspondence Invite to 

environmental 

workshop 

Invite to attend environmental workshop. 

No one attended from the Authority. 

23/02/2018 Correspondence  

 

Surrey Officers 

Forum 

The Authority’s planning contact was not 

able to attend and asked to be kept 

informed. 

Via email, the Authority requested 

including Residents Associations on the 

list of community association for the 

consultation communications.  

23/02/2018 Correspondence  

 

Surrey 

Members 

Forum 

The Authority’s elected representative 

was not able to attend. 

01/03/2018 Briefing note Non-statutory 

consultation 

 

Briefing note sent to all Local Authorities 

and councillors of wards/elected 

members within each corridor option.  

02/03/2018 Correspondence Data request  The project requested GIS data from the 

Authority.  

Correspondence continued between 

various Authority officers and the project 

team.  

The project was directed to the 

Authority’s mapping system on website 

and to Surrey CC for landfill data. In 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 

addition, the Authority sent data sets to 

the project. 

13/03/2018 Meeting Project update  The meeting was arranged in February. 

Two of the Authority’s officers met with 

the project 

• Project update  

• Look ahead to non-statutory 

consultation process and plan  

• Commitment to Community 

Consultation (CtCC) 

• Construction  

• DCO process 

• GIS data requests 

• Traffic  

15/03/2018 Correspondence Commitment to 

Community 

Consultation – 

early view 

• Email containing CtCC 

• Details of councillors that will be 

notified ahead of launch  

19/03/2018 Correspondence Non-statutory 

(Corridor) 

consultation 

launch  

The project sent the Authority three 

letters: 

1) Notification of launch letter (as a 

potential future statutory consultee) 

2) A notification letter as a landowner, 

with a Person with an Interest in Land 

questionnaire and land plans  

3) Draft CtCC with a separate cover 
letter  

No feedback was provided on the CtCC. 

27/04/2018 Correspondence Non-statutory 

consultation 

response 

Received email stating that various 

departments have responded to 

consultation individually.  

Commercial department had been in 

contact with Fisher German re: plans of 

all land parcels that could be affected. 

Some were missing from information 

sent out by lands team. Commercial 

team sent a response. 

A copy of the two responses received 

are enclosed as Appendix A. 

02/05/2018 Correspondence Pre-preferred 

corridor 

announcement  

The project called the Authority to 

explain how the preferred corridor would 

be selected and then when it would be 

announced to stakeholders. The Parties 

also discussed next steps following the 

preferred corridor announcement re: 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 

route development and environmental 

scoping. The Authority made 

suggestions for engagement with 

members. 

25/05/2018 Surrey Officers Forum  Update Two of the Authority’s officers attended: 

• Presented the findings of the 

Pipeline Corridor Consultation 

and explained how the preferred 

corridor had been selected 

• Details of the preferred corridor 

announcement were shared 

25/05/2018 Surrey Members 

Forum 

Update The invited portfolio holder from the 

Authority’s elected Cabinet did not 

attend. 

30/05/2018 Correspondence  Preferred 

corridor 

announcement   

The Authority was sent two letters: 

• Letter as a key stakeholder 

regarding the preferred corridor 

that was selected  

• A landowner letter 

27/06/2018 Correspondence Initial Working 

Route  

Project update regarding Initial Working 

Route release  

03/07/2018 Meeting  Project update  Four of the Authority’s officers met with 

the project to discuss: 

• Project overview and timeline  

• Explanation of Initial Working 

Route  

• Route through the Authority  

• Point of contact for 

correspondence  

• Addlestone North Cemetery  

• Potential impacts to St Peter’s 

Hospital  

• Local Plan and other planning 

applications  

• Congestion  

• Statement of Community 

Consultation (SoCC) and  

• Environmental Impact 

Assessment Scoping Report  

09/07/2018 Consultation Draft Statement 

of Community 

Consultation 

The draft SoCC was issued for statutory 

consultation to the Authority.  

The Authority made six points, all of 

which were adopted or confirmed. 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 

06/08/2018 and 

21/08/2018 

 

Workshop EIA scoping  Invitation was issued on the 17 July 

2018 to the main point of contact at the 

Authority.  

Several dates were offered. Three of the 

Authority’s officers attended the 

workshop on the 6 August and one 

officer attended the workshop on the 21 

August.  

 

The workshop supported the Planning 

Inspectorate’s scoping consultation.  

• There was broad agreement by 

three borough councils, 

including the Authority regarding 

the approach to scoping 

contaminated land.  

• There was a recognition from 

councils in the northern section 

of the route that historic landfills 

could pose a significant 

challenge. 

24/08/18 Surrey Officers Forum Update Two of the Authority’s officers attended. 

• Review of activity to date 

• SoCC consultation feedback 

• Overview of engagement in 

support of scoping report 

• Summary of content and 

purpose of the statutory 

consultation on the preferred 

route 

• Action was taken to arrange a 

Chertsey Meads site visit with 

the Authority (meeting held on 

18/09/2019). 

24/08/18 Surrey Members 

Forum 

Update The invited portfolio holder from the 

Authority’s elected Cabinet did not 

attend. 

06/09/2018 Correspondence 

 

Launch of 

statutory 

consultation 

(Preferred 

Route)  

The project sent the Authority two letters: 

1) Notification of launch letter (as a 

statutory consultee) 

2) A notification letter as a landowner, 

with a Person with an Interest in Land 

questionnaire and land plans 

(Both letters were in line with the 

Planning Act 2008.) 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 

18/09/2018 Site visit meeting Project 

update/areas of 

botanical 

interest   

• Four areas of botanical interest  

• Agreed on a preferable route 

through Chertsey Meads  

• Look to identify some mitigations 

and enhancements  

• Access track and access to car 

park  

• Borehole access licenses. 

Locations inspected, and it was 

agreed no works would take 

place until exact locations 

surveyed and agreed to ensure 

areas of high botanical interest 

• Timing of hay-making   

• Expressed a desire for ground 

restoration should try to mimic 

existing complex 

microtopography of the site 

19/10/2018 Correspondence  Statutory 

consultation 

response  

A copy is enclosed as Appendix B. 

29/10/2018 Meeting Project update  Two of the Authorities officers attended: 

• Update on consultation and 

early overview of responses  

• Next steps  

• Walkthrough of key changes 

through the Authority 

• Preference remained to enter 

borough through Foxhills Golf 

Course, rather than via Stonehill 

Road 

• Engagement with other 

stakeholders 

• Feedback from consultation  

• Route refinements   

• Borehole licenses  

• Crossing at Chertsey Meads and 

likely design changes. Look to 

avoid areas of most ecological 

value identified in the site 

meeting on 18/09/2018 

• Reinstatement and mitigation 

measures to be discussed at a 

later date  
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 

• Considering trenchless crossing 

at River Bourne  

• SANG access 

• Had been some discussion 

around removal of non-native 

species of trees  

• Travelers in the area  

• Natural England view on 

Dumsey Meadow 

• Next steps for project  

• Logistics hubs  

• Congestion and other traffic 

upgrades in area 

• SoCG 

• Impact reports 

• Project timeline 

• Cumulative impacts and 

potential mitigation measures   

• Keep an eye on emerging 

Southern Rail proposals 

• Liaise with Fisher German over 

any missing landowners   

03/01/2019 Briefing Note Next steps – 

Design 

Refinements 

Consultation  

Sent to planning officers and councillors/ 

members. Provided an overview of the 

Design Refinements Consultation and its 

contents ahead of the launch on 21 

January 2019. The briefing note was 

accompanied by the offer of a meeting, 

although no meetings were arranged. 

18/01/2019 Correspondence  Launch of 

second 

statutory 

(Design 

Refinements) 

consultation  

The project sent the Authority two letters: 

1) Notification of launch letter (as a 

statutory consultee) 

2) A notification letter as a landowner 

(Both letters complied with the approach 

set out the in SoCC).  

14/02/2019` Correspondence Personnel The Authority confirmed changes in 

staffing.  

19/02/2019 Correspondence  Design 

Refinements 

Consultation 

response  

A copy of the two responses received 

are enclosed as Appendix C. 

13/03/19 Meeting Project update  Two of the Authority’s officers attended. 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 

• Meeting with all the key staff 

connected to the SLP Project 

within the Authority 

• Overview of the project to date 

• Route refinement consultation 

outcomes 

• Q&A session 

25/03/2019 Briefing note Next steps The project issued a briefing note to 

planning officers and 

councillors/members following the close 

of the Design Refinements Consultation 

re: next steps.  

27/03/2019 Correspondence Final route 

release 

The project issued a letter to planning 

officers announcing the final route and 

offering a meeting if required. 

02/04/2019 Correspondence Draft DCO Project supplied the Authority with a draft 

of the DCO and asked for comments. 

25/04/2019 Correspondence Next steps The project contacted the Authority to 

provide early warning of its submission 

for development consent. 

13/05/2019 Meeting Project update Four of the Authority’s officers attended. 

• Meeting with all key staff 

connected to SLP Project within 

the Authority 

• Update of project progress, 

including DCO submission to 

Planning Inspectorate date 

• Discussion of land options 

agreement process 

• Discussion of the process and 

key issues covered in this SoCG 

• Briefing on the post-submission 

process including the Local 

Impact Report 

• Environmental Investment 

Programme 
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2.2 Engagement Following Submission of Application  

2.2.1 The table below sets out the consultation and engagement that has been undertaken 
between the Parties since the submission of the DCO application. 

Table 2.2 Schedule of engagement post DCO submission 

Date Format Topic Discussion Points 

16/05/2019 Correspondence Application 

submitted 

The project confirmed that the application for 

Development Consent was submitted to the Planning 

Inspectorate and a USB containing the application was 

being sent in the post to the Authority’s planning team.  

22/05/2019 Correspondence  Request for 

information 

The Authority requested information from the project. 

24/05/2019 Correspondence Agreements The Authority sent a follow up email to its email of 22 

May 2019. 

27/05/2019 Correspondence  Request for 

information 

The project responded to the request for information 

from 22 May 2019 in respect of land matters, draft 

SoCG and the Environmental Investment Programme. 

06/06/2019 Correspondence Safeguarding The project requested that the Authority consult it on 

planning applications where relevant.  

07/06/2019 Correspondence Chertsey Meads 

and Sandgates 

The Authority provided a list of potential improvements 

for Chertsey Meads and Sandgates.  

10/06/2019 Correspondence Safe-guarding The project confirmed with the Authority that it had been 

granted safeguarding and that it would be required to 

consult the project.  

11/06/2019 Correspondence Councillors The Authority requested that the project present the 

scheme to new Councillors. 

12/06/2019 Correspondence Safeguarding The Authority consulted the project on a planning 

application.  

13/06/2019 Correspondence Project update The project advised that the SoCG would be sent as 

soon as possible, that the project will respond on 

Planning Performance Agreement/fees and confirmed 

that the project could attend a short briefing on 18 June 

2019 for the new Councillors.  

18/06/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads 

and Sandgates 

The project requested the size or a map indicating how 

much land requiring fencing.  

19/06/2019 Correspondence  Safeguarding The project made a representation on the planning 

application in respect of the request from 12 June 2019. 

27/06/2019 Correspondence  SoCG and 

Relevant 

Representation 

Telephone call between the project and the Authority 

regarding the extension of the period for Runnymede’s 

agreement of the offer within the 100% incentive period 

for the land agreement subject to governance 

requirements. The project informed the Authority that the 

SoCG was with the Project awaiting approval. The 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 

Authority informed the project team that it intended to 

register as an interested party.  

02/07/2019 Correspondence  Safeguarding The project responded to consultations on six planning 

applications.  

05/07/2019 Correspondence SoCG The project sent a draft of the SoCG to the Authority. 

08/07/2019 Meeting  Project Update The project held a briefing with the Authority. 

09/07/2019 Correspondence Consultation Correspondence between the Authority and the project 

in respect of delivery of the tablet, posters and USB 

sticks.  

10/07/2019 Correspondence  Councillors The project issued slides to the Authority for the 

presentation to Councillors.  

15/07/2019 Correspondence Consultation The Authority requested maps and printed posters.  

16/07/2019 Correspondence  Legal/lands The Authority requested a word version of the Deed of 

Easement and Option Agreement.  

17/07/2019 Correspondence  Consultation The project responded to a consultation on a planning 

application.  

18/07/2019 Correspondence  Project Update Email correspondence between the Authority and the 

project regarding the presentation to Councillors, the 

SoCG and the Planning Performance Agreement. 

19/07/2019 Correspondence  Planning 

Performance 

Agreement 

The project emailed the Authority Planning Performance 

Agreement templates. 

23/07/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads The project emailed the Authority requesting a 

conference call to discuss Chertsey Meads. 

23/07/2019 Correspondence  Planning 

Performance 

Agreement  

The Authority confirmed receipt of the draft Planning 

Performance Agreement and reminded the Project to 

use the generic email alias. 

23/07/2019 Correspondence  Safeguarding  The project provided a response to a consultation on a 

planning application. 

24/07/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads  The Authority emailed the project with some dates for 

the conference call to discuss Chertsey Meads.  

24/07/2019 Correspondence  Safeguarding The project provided a response to a consultation on a 

planning application. 

29/07/2019 Correspondence  SoCG The project emailed the Authority a timetable for 

progressing the SoCG and potential attendance at a 

Chertsey Mead Management Liaison Group meeting.  

31/07/2019 Correspondence Chertsey Meads The Authority emailed the project to postpone any 

discussion on Chertsey Meads.  

29/08/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads The project emailed the Authority with an update on the 

Environmental Investment Programme for Chertsey 

Meads. 
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Date Format Topic Discussion Points 

30/08/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads The Authority emailed to the project requesting the 

presentation details for the Chertsey Meads Liaison 

Group. 

01/08/2019 Correspondence Project update The project emailed site notice locations and a record of 

all statutory letters.  

03/09/2019 Correspondence  Chertsey Meads  The project sent to the Authority a copy of the 

presentation for the Chertsey Meads Liaison Group. 

04/09/2019 Correspondence  Relevant 

Representation 

The project confirmed that it was unable to respond to 

the concerns raised in the Relevant Representation by 

the deadline requested by the Authority but agreed that 

it would.  

10/09/2019 Correspondence Safeguarding The project provided a response to a consultation on a 

planning application. 

13/09/2019 Correspondence Chertsey Meads 

and 

Environmental 

Investment 

Programme 

The Authority emailed the project regarding the 

Environmental Investment Programme and the SoCG. 

The project team responded to the Authority advising 

that the EIP and table of responses to the Relevant 

Representations were awaiting approval. The Authority 

were informed by the project team that it would support 

changing the Local Impact Report deadline.  

16/09/2019 Correspondence Work 

Programme 

The Authority emailed the project regarding the work 

programme duration.  

17/09/2019 Correspondence Work 

Programme 

The project emailed the Authority advising that the 

installation of the replacement pipeline will take two 

years to complete, with it commencing in 2021.  

23/09/2019 Correspondence Relevant 

Representation 

At the request of the Authority, the Project provided a 

document with response to each theme raised within the 

Authority’s Relevant Representation.  

10/10/2019 Correspondence Environmental 

Investment 

Programme and 

Hearings 

The Project provided a letter of intent regarding the 

Environmental Investment Programme and also spoke 

to the Authority regarding the availability of its council 

chamber for DCO examination hearings.  

17/01/2020 Meeting SoCG, Draft 

Development 

Consent Order, 

Highways  

Discussion took place on the following issues: 

• SoCG 

• Environmental Investment Programme 

• Construction method and reinstatement – 

Chertsey Meads 

• Outline CTMP, CEMP and LEMP 

• Amendment to CoCP to include construction 

methodologies  

• Cathodic Protection cable installation. 
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3. Matters Agreed 

3.1.1 The table below sets out the matters agreed in relation to different topics. 

Table 3.1 Schedule of matters agreed 

Examining 

Authority’s 

suggested 

theme 

Topic  Matter agreed 

 General  
The project and the Authority have met at appropriate times since 

the project launch in December 2017.  

The Authority is satisfied that the consultation and engagement 

with its officers, members and residents has been robust and 

meaningful as per the Gunning Principles. 

The Need and 

Principle of 

the Proposed 

Development 

and 

Examination 

of Alternative 

Routes 

General  
The Authority is satisfied with the approach of consulting on 

corridors and then a route. The project acknowledges the 

Authority’s consultation response. 

General  
The Authority is satisfied with the statutory consultation on the 

pipeline route – both during the Preferred Route Consultation and 

the Design Refinements Consultation. The project acknowledges 

the Authority’s consultation responses. 

The Authority gave its full opinion and comments regarding the 

pipeline route in its statutory consultation responses. 

General  
The Authority acknowledges that the project has listened to its 

consultation responses, in particular in the area of Chertsey 

Meads. It acknowledges that the project proposed and consulted 

on the Authority’s preferred route alignment in this area within the 

design refinements consultation. 

General  
The Authority has no objection to proposed Order Limits and 

Limits of Deviation that define the proposed pipeline route 

(described below), as proposed in the SLP Project’s application 

for development consent; subject to the provisions now provided 

within the outline version of both the CEMP and LEMP being 

implemented once a contractor is appointed upon grant of the 

DCO   

The route starts on the western border of the Borough, on the 

western edge of Chobham Common SSSI / Monk's Walk North & 

West SINC site. The route then continues generally northeast, 

passing through Foxhills Country Club and Resort to the B386 

Longcross Road. The section then crosses the B386 and 

continues north of St Peter’s Hospital. It passes under the A320 

Guildford Road, through the grounds of Salesian School and 
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under the M25. It then continues through Abbey Moor golf course. 

There is then a crossing of the Chertsey Branch railway line 

between Chertsey and Addlestone Stations. The route then 

follows Canford Drive before crossing the A317 Chertsey Road 

and subsequently passing through the playing fields at Addlestone 

Moor. The section then crosses the Chertsey Bourne and passes 

through Chertsey Meads. At the Borough’s eastern border, the 

route passes under the River Thames.  

Highways and 

transport 

Highways 
The Authority is satisfied with the project’s approach to highways 

crossings and street works in its borough; subject to the 

provisions now provided within the outline version of both the 

CEMP and LEMP being implemented once a contractor is 

appointed upon grant of the DCO  

Planning 

policy 

Development Land  
The Authority is satisfied that the route of the proposed pipeline 

does not impact adversely on any strategic allocation identified in 

emerging or adopted local plans within its borough. 

Planning 

policy 

National Policy 

Statements (NPSs) 

 

Development Plan  

The relevant NPSs are: 

• Overarching National Policy Statement for Energy (EN-1) 

• National Policy Statement for Gas Supply Infrastructure 

and Gas and Oil Pipelines (EN-4) 

While the assessment of the application for development consent 

should be made against the NPSs, both Parties agree the relevant 

Development Plan comprises of:   

• Runnymede Local Plan 2001- 2006 – saved policies 

• Planning obligations – Thames Basin Heaths SPA and 

SAMM 2015 

• Surrey Minerals Local Plan 2011 – Core Strategy, Primary 

Aggregates DPD, Mineral Sites Restoration SPD 

• Surrey Waste Plan 2008  

Both parties agree that the following documents, which are 

emerging policy documents but not yet part of the Development 

Plan, are relevant:  

• Runnymede Submission Local Plan 2015-2030 

• Thorpe Neighbourhood Plan (Current stage - Area 

designated) 
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Methodology 

for 

Environmental 

Impact 

Assessment 

including 

assessment of 

cumulative 

effects 

Environmental 

Impact Assessment  The Authority is satisfied that the Environmental Impact 

Assessment is proportionate to the scale and likely impacts of the 

project within its borough. 

• The scope and methods of the ecological surveys are 

appropriate 

• The mitigation for protected species is appropriate 

• The identification and assessment of effects on 

biodiversity assets is appropriate 

Environmental 

Impact Assessment 

The Authority has provided comments, via the scoping 

consultation and statutory consultation, on the Environmental 

Impact Assessment process and is satisfied that these 

consultations have led to appropriate changes and that these are 

reflected in the design, outcomes and mitigation as reported in the 

Environmental Statement. 

Biodiversity Environmental 

Impact Assessment When considering the Chertsey Meads area, the Authority is 

satisfied that the selection of the final pipeline route is appropriate 

in its response to biodiversity receptors within and in the vicinity of 

the Order Limits.  

Biodiversity Environmental 

Impact Assessment The Authority is satisfied that there are no residual effects on 

biodiversity receptors subject to the provisions now provided 

within the outline version of both the CEMP and LEMP being 

implemented once a contractor is appointed upon grant of the 

DCO at: 

• Land owned by the Council which abuts Pannells Farm; 

and  

• Chertsey Meads. 

 Environmental 

Impact Assessment The Authority agrees that the list of developments and allocations 

within its borough, considered in the cumulative effects 

assessment and reported in Chapter 15 of the Environmental 

Statement, is satisfactory. The list of developments is found in 

Appendix D of this document. 

Construction 

Effects on 

People and 

Communities 

Open Space 

 
The Authority is satisfied that the project is appropriately 

managing the impacts, including the temporary installation and 

post construction impacts, on Open Spaces crossed by the Order 

Limits:  

• Chertsey Meads community use (SANG land). 
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Construction 

Effects on 

People and 

Communities 

SANG 
The Authority agrees the scope of the review the SANG spaces 

that may be impacted by the project, including the measures 

proposed to manage the temporary installation and post-

construction impacts of the replacement pipeline. 

The Draft 

Development 

Consent 

Order 

Draft DCO 
The Authority was sent a draft DCO prior to the submission of the 

application and the Authority did not make any comments.    

Construction 

Environmental 

Management 

Plan / Code of 

Construction 

Practice / 

Register of 

Environmental 

Actions and 

Commitments 

Reinstatement  
Reinstatement is covered by an existing commitment, however, 

discussion has covered ‘what this means in practice’ and both 

parties agree to continue this discussion in the context of land 

right negotiations, outside of this Statement of Common Ground.  

Highways and 

transport 

Mead Lane 
Mead Lane is both a public and private highway. Both Parties 

agree in principle this is the most appropriate access and are 

engaged in discussion to confirm access rights via the Deed of 

Grant, outside of this Statement of Common Ground. 

Security and 

Safety 

 
The Authority had raised concerns regarding this topic that have 

now been satisfactorily addressed.  

The Draft 

Development 

Consent 

Order 

Land Rights  

 

The Authority is seeking a financial settlement for the land rights. 

The Applicant confirmed that the progress related to land rights 

and financial settlement were close to agreement, subject to the 

Authority’s sign-off process. 

 Environmental 

Investment 

Programme (EIP) 

The parties have discussed opportunities for the EIP related to 

Chertsey Meads. The Applicant understands that this is close to 

agreement, subject to the Authority’s sign-off process. 

The Draft 

Development 

Consent 

Order 

 

Construction 

Environmental 

Management 

Plan / Code of 

Construction 

Practice / 

Register of 

Environmental 

Chertsey Meads The Authority is seeking further detail for the method of restoration 

at Chertsey Meads. The Authority prefers natural regeneration 

and has no desire for re-seeding the working area of Chertsey 

Meads. The Applicant agreed the method of restoration of the soil 

structure and bio security during the construction works. The 

Applicant explained this detail would be included in the LEMP and 

subject to the Authority’s approval before works could commence.  

The Authority raised the land is subject to a Countryside 

Stewardship Agreement and the Authority would need to apply for 

dispensation for Natural England to permit works. The Authority 

accepted that was the Authority’s responsibility. The dispensation 

cannot be applied for until the details are known including timing.  

The Authority raised the subterranean boundary marker stones at 

the Meads and agreed to provide the Applicant a plan detailing 
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Actions and 

Commitments 

the location of the stones. The Applicant has plotted the position 

of these marker stones and added these to the Archaeological 

Mitigation Strategy. 
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4. Matters Not Agreed 

4.1.1 The table below sets out the matters not agreed in relation to different topics. 

Table 4.1 Schedule of matters not agreed 

Examining 

Authority’s 

suggested 

theme 

Topic  Matter not agreed 

 Compulsory 

Acquisition 

RBC do not agree that the Applicant has satisfied the necessary 

criteria to justify Compulsory Acquisition as per our position 

presented by Counsel and officers at the both CAH hearings. 

 

Esso requires the option to use Compulsory Acquisition powers in 

order to obtain the necessary rights to deliver the project within 

the Order Limits. In addition, Esso believe that the required 

Compulsory Acquisition tests have been met in the application 

documents.  
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5. Matters Subject to On-going Discussion 

5.1.1 The table below sets out the matters subject to ongoing discussion. 

Table 5.1 Schedule of topics under discussion 

Examining 

Authority’s 

suggested 

theme 

Topic  Matter subject to ongoing discussion 

The Draft 

Development 

Consent Order 

 

Construction 

Environmental 

Management 

Plan / Code of 

Construction 

Practice / 

Register of 

Environmental 

Actions and 

Commitments 

Outline Documents The Applicant has submitted proposed Outline Documents for the 

CEMP, LEMP, CTMP and Community Engagement Plan at 

Deadline 4.  

The Applicant and Authority agree that the draft documents 

provide the required detail for this stage of the application and 

that the final detail will be provided in the detailed documents and 

approved through the discharge of the requirement. 
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6. Relevant documents and drawings 

6.1 List of relevant documents and drawings 

6.1.1 The following is a list of documents and drawings upon which this SoCG is based. 

Table 6.1: Schedule of relevant documents  

Application 

Reference 

Title Content Date 

EN070005 

Document 

6.1 

Environmental Statement Non-

Technical Summary 

Overview of the Environmental Statement 14 May 

2019 

EN070005 

Document 

6.2 

Environmental Statement  Report of the Environmental Impact 

Assessment 

14 May 

2019 

EN070005 

Document 

6.3 

Environmental Statement 

Figures 

Illustrative material to support the 

Environmental Statement 

14 May 

2019 

EN070005 

Document 

6.4 

Environmental Statement 

Appendices 

Additional data and evidence to support the 

Environmental Statement 

14 May 

2019 

EN070005 

Document 

7.1 

Planning Statement  Assessment of the application against 

National Policy Statements EN-1 Energy and 

EN-4 Oil and Gas Pipelines 

14 May 

2019 

RR-212 Relevant Representation The Authority’s Relevant Representations 

relating to the project 

25 July 

2019 

REP1-017 Deadline 1 Submission - Local 

Impact Report 

Assessment of the local impacts of the project 

in Runnymede Borough 

24 October 

2019 

REP1-012 Deadline 1 Submission - 

Responses to Relevant 

Representation 

The Authority’s Notification of wish to speak 

at a Compulsory Acquisition Hearing (CAH), 

Notification of wish to attend the 

Accompanied Site Inspection (ASI) 

24 October 

2019 

REP2-079 Deadline 2 Submission - 

Response to ExA’s first Written 

Questions and Request for 

information  

The Authority’s response to the Examining 

Authority’s first written questions and requests 

for information 

14 

November 

2019 

REP3-035 Deadline 3 – Written 

Summaries of Oral Submission 

The Authority provided a summary.  19 

December 

2019  

REP3-036  Deadline 3 – Letter relating to 

the SoCG  

The Authority provided a letter to explain the 

progress on the SoCG.   

19 

December 

2019  

REP3-045  Deadline 3 – Post-hearing 

submission from Savills on 

behalf of the Authority   

The Authority’s request regarding the outline 

documents and plans.   

19 

December 

2019  
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Application 

Reference 

Title Content Date 

REP4-069 Deadline 4 Submission – 

Response to ExA’s further 

written questions and request 

for information 

The Authority’s response to the Examining 

Authority’s further written questions and 

requests for information 

30 January 

2020 
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7. Appendix A 

7.1 Response to Corridor Consultation (1) 
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7.2 Response to Corridor Consultation (2) 
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8. Appendix B 

8.1 Response to Preferred Route Consultation 
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9. Appendix C  

9.1 Response to Design Refinements Consultation (1) 
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9.2 Response to Design Refinements Consultation (2) 
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10. Appendix D 

Table 8.1 Long list of DCO/Other Developments considered in the Cumulative Effects Assessment  

ID_1 Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope 

/ Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short 

listed

? 

A1 Heathrow 
Expansion  

Adding a northwest 
runway at Heathrow to 
increase air-traffic 
movement, in addition 
to supporting airfield, 
terminal and transport 
infrastructure, works to 
the M25, local roads 
and rivers. 

Scoping Opinion 
received in June 
2018 

Yes 2 <1km to the 
north 

Yes (Application 
for development 
consent due in 
2019/2020; 
Construction 
starts from 2021). 

Schedule 
1 EIA 
developme
nt 

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 

Yes 

A2 Western 
Rail Link 
to 
Heathrow  

Rail link from Reading 
Station to Heathrow 
Terminal 5 by building 
a new rail tunnel to link 
the Great Western 
Mainline to Heathrow 
Airport.  

Scoping Opinion 
received in June 
2015. 
Application to be 
submitted in 
Summer 2019. 

Yes 2 3km Possible 
(Planned 
construction 
2020–2027) 

Schedule 
1 EIA 
developme
nt 

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects not 
anticipated 
due to the 
intervening 
distance 
between this 
scheme and 
the project 

No 

A3 Southern 
Rail Link 
to 
Heathrow 

Southern rail 
connection between 
Chertsey, Virginia 
Water and Staines with 
Heathrow Terminal 5.  

UK Government 
is expected to 
announce the 
next stage of the 
process for 
securing a 
private sector 
developer in 
early 2019. 
Expected to 

Yes 3 >500m No published 
timetable. 
However, if 
operation is due 
to commence in 
2025, 
construction 
could overlap 
with the project 

Schedule 
1 EIA 
developme
nt 

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 

Yes 
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ID_1 Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope 

/ Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short 

listed

? 

become 
operational 
between 2025-
2027. 

construction 
timescale. 

A4 Windsor 
Rail Link  

Phase 1 connects the 
Great Western Rail 
Line from Slough and 
Windsor with the 
Windsor Waterloo line.  

Phase 2 connects 
Heathrow to western 
and southern parts.  

Proposals for 
both phases of 
the project were 
submitted to the 
government on 
31 July 2018. 
It was rejected 
by the 
government in 
December 2018.  

Yes 3 This is 1.9 
km at its 
closest point 
to the 
project. 

No (Proposal 
rejected 
December 2018) 

Schedule 
1 EIA 
developme
nt 

Rejected. 
Scoped out 
of shortlist 

No 

A5 Water 
infrastruct
ure 
projects in 
Hampshir
e  

This consists of a 
number of sewer 
improvements, flood 
protection schemes, 
upgrades to treatment 
works and projects to 
improve the quality of 
treated wastewater to 
meet European 
legislation.  

Otterbourne 
Water Supply 
Works: To 
submit planning 
application in 
March 2019. 
Expected to start 
construction in 
winter 2019 and 
end in spring 
2020. 

Portsmouth 
Flood 
Alleviation: 
Complete. 

Woolston 
Wastewater 
Treatment 
Works: In 
construction and 

Yes 1 Nearest is 
Portswood 
WTW at 7km 

Yes, Otterbourne 
WSW and South 
Hampshire and 
Portsmouth 
WTW could have 
overlapping 
construction 
timescales with 
the project. 

Schedule 
1 EIA 
developme
nt 

No direct 
receptor 
source 
pathway 
identified due 
to distance 
from the 
project. 
Scoped out 
of shortlist 

No 
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ID_1 Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope 

/ Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short 

listed

? 

due for 
completion in 
summer 2019.  

South 
Hampshire (The 
Itchen, 
Candover and 
Testwood 
Water 
Abstraction): 
Public Inquiry 
has now 
concluded and 
further plans are 
being drawn up.  

Portswood 
Wastewater 
Treatment 
Works: 
Construction 
activities are 
currently 
underway and 
due for 
completion in 
March 2025. 

A6 River 
Thames 
Scheme 

Flood relief channel 
from Datchet to 
Teddington Lock 

A pre-planning 
application 
process was 
completed in 
August 2018. 
Subject to 
funding, a full 
planning 

Yes 2 The scheme 
intersects 
the project 
near 
Chertsey 

Yes (Planned 
construction 
2020–2021) 

Schedule 
2 
developme
nt 

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 

Yes 
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ID_1 Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope 

/ Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short 

listed

? 

application may 
be submitted 
October 2019. 

A7 Heathrow 
Western 
Hub 

Expansion of Heathrow 
Airport including new 
and reconfigured hub 
terminal facilities; 
supporting airfield and 
transport infrastructure; 
works to roads and 
rivers; temporary 
construction works; 
mitigation works and 
other associated and 
ancillary development. 

A Scoping 
Report has been 
submitted to the 
Planning 
Inspectorate on 
February 2019 

Yes 2 The scheme 
is located 2.6 
km to the 
northwest 
from the 
northern 
extent of 
SLP project 

Yes (Assuming 
that grant of DCO 
is obtained in late 
2021, the 
scheme is 
expected to be 
fully completed 
by 2030) 

Schedule 
1 
developme
nt 

No direct 
receptor 
source 
pathway 
identified due 
to distance 
from the 
project. 
Scoped out 
of shortlist.  

No 

 

Table 8.2 Long List of Major Applications considered in the Cumulative Effects Assessment  

ID Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description (based 

on information from 

the planning portal) 

Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope / 

Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short

listed

? 

Runnymede Borough Council 

B34 RU.12/127
7 

Demolition of existing 
buildings and 
structures and 
development of 4 x 
two-storey dwellings 
each with attached / 
integrated garage and 
basement together with 

Approved Yes 1   Likely Not 
Schedule 
1 or 2 
developm
ent. 

Scoped out 
due to scale 
and nature of 
the 
development. 

No 
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ID Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description (based 

on information from 

the planning portal) 

Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope / 

Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short

listed

? 

associated landscaping 
and other works 

B35 RU.13/085
7 

Hybrid planning 
application for the 
change of use from 
agriculture to publicly 
accessible open space 
(Sui Generis use), 
together with 
associated 
development, car park, 
footpaths and 
landscaping, including 
a detailed first phase of 
development 
comprising road 
access to an onsite car 
park with 12 spaces, 
an 800m hoggin path, 
dog proof fencing, 
gates, benches, signs 
and landscape 
planting, including 
trees and scrub and a 
wildflower grassland 
within a 5.1ha area  

Approved Yes 1 875m Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent  

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist 

Yes 

B36 RU.15/085
5 

Outline application for 
the erection of up to 
130 residential 
dwellings (including 
affordable housing), 
vehicular access from 
Pretoria Road, open 

Approved Yes 1 Intersecting 
with SLP 

Likely Not 
Schedule 
1 or 2 
developm
ent. 

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist  

Yes 
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ID Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description (based 

on information from 

the planning portal) 

Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope / 

Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short

listed

? 

space, landscaping 
including sustainable 
drainage systems and 
all necessary ground 
works. 

B37 RU.16/105
3 

Redevelopment of land 
to rear of existing office 
buildings to provide 
174 residential units 
and associated access, 
car parking and 
landscape works 
(known as Phase 2) 

Approved Yes 1 1km Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent  

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist   

Yes 

B38 RU.16/174
8 

Proposed works 
comprising the 
following: 1) Multi-faith 
prayer room with 
offices above 2) Offices 
and ancillary 
accommodation for the 
Intensive Therapy Unit 
and Coronary Care 
Unit 3) Enclosure of a 
courtyard with the 
Outpatients Block to 
create extensions to 
the Endoscopy and 
Neurophysiology 
Departments. 

Approved Yes 1 <500m Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent  

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 

Yes 

B39 RU.16/176
5 

Rear and roof 
extension to existing 
office building to 
provide 22 new 

Approved Yes 1 625m Likely Not 
Schedule 
1 or 2 

Scoped out 
due to scale 
and nature of 

No 
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ID Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description (based 

on information from 

the planning portal) 

Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope / 

Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short

listed

? 

residential units, with 
associated 
landscaping, car 
parking and other 
infrastructure. 

developm
ent. 

the 
development. 

B40 RU.17/076
6 

Application for a 
temporary change of 
use of two wings of the 
ground floor for two 
years to a school 
(Class D1), use of the 
Abbey Rangers Car 
Park for pupil drop-off 
and collection, the 
provision of a 
pedestrian access 
route from the Abbey 
Rangers Car Park to a 
school access gate and 
use of The Hub Car 
Park for staff parking to 
facilitate the proposed 
change of use. 

Approved Yes 1 Intersecting 
with SLP 

Likely Not 
Schedule 
1 or 2 
developm
ent. 

Scoped out 
due to scale 
and nature of 
the 
development. 

No 

B41 RU.17/113
6 

Proposed demolition of 
existing Runnymede 
Centre (former The 
Meads School); 
construction of new 
secondary school and 
sports hall; improved 
vehicle access, 
pedestrian access, 
parking and on-site 

Approved Yes 1 50m Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent.  

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 

Yes 
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ID Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description (based 

on information from 

the planning portal) 

Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope / 

Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short

listed

? 

drop-off/pick-up areas; 
formal and informal 
playing area 

B42 RU.17/201
4 

Demolition of existing 
sales building and 
removal of existing 
canopy link. Construct 
new single-storey sales 
building, gated timber 
fenced compound area 
with bins and plant 
units, relocation of LPG 
(Liquefied petroleum 
gas) dispenser and 
construct new 
boundary brick wall. 

 Approved Yes 1 400m Likely Not 
Schedule 
1 or 2 
developm
ent. 

Not expected 
to generate 
cumulative 
effects due to 
the scale of 
the proposed 
scheme 

No 

B43 RU.18/020
6 

EIA Screening Opinion 
Request for proposed 
development for 
approximately 250 
dwellings incorporating 
open space.  

Screening 
Opinion 
Received  

Yes 3 0-500m Not known Schedule 
2 EIA 
developm
ent.  

Insufficient 
information. 

No 

B44 RU.18/128
0 

Construction of 158 
residential dwellings, 
new access road to the 
south of Hanworth 
Lane, open space, 
landscaping and 
sustainable drainage 
systems). 

 Approved Yes 1 <100m Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent. 

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist. 

Yes 

B45 RU.17/181
5 

Hybrid application 
comprising: 

Approved  Yes 1 350m Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 

Yes 
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ID Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description (based 

on information from 

the planning portal) 

Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope / 

Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short

listed

? 

▪ Redevelopment of 
west site (including 
demolition of all 
existing buildings) 
to provide 212 x 
one-, two-, three-, 
four- and five-
bedroom houses 
and flats and 116 x 
one- and two-
bedroom retirement 
apartments in two-, 
three- and four-
storey buildings 
served by new 
access onto 
Stoneleigh Road 
(outline planning 
application, all 
matters reserved) 

▪ Construction of 
three-storey acute 
care wing 
connected to 
existing hospital; 

▪ Demolition of 
existing buildings 
and erection of 72 x 
one-, two- and four-
bedroom key 
worker dwellings in 
6 x three-storey 
buildings served by 

developm
ent. 

effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist.  
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ID Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description (based 

on information from 

the planning portal) 

Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope / 

Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short

listed

? 

new access onto 
Holloway Hill; 

▪  Demolition of 
existing buildings 
and erection of 72 x 
one-, two- and four-
bedroom key 
worker dwellings in 
8 x three-storey 
buildings 

▪ Erection of single-
storey building and 
infilling at basement 
level to provide new 
staff restaurant and 
1,500m2 of retail 
floorspace; 

▪ Redevelopment of 
car park to provide 
three-storey/six-
deck multi-storey 
car park together 
with alterations to 
internal road layout; 
and 

▪ Erection of 
detached two-
storey workshop 
building together 
with alterations to 
car park 
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ID Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description (based 

on information from 

the planning portal) 

Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope / 

Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short

listed

? 

B46 RU.18/079
6 

Development of 155 
dwellings, new access 
road to the south of 
Hanworth Lane, open 
space, landscaping 
and sustainable 
drainage systems (Site 
A) and for the 
formation of sports 
pitches, associated 
earthworks and 
pavilion with 
associated access, car 
parking and 
landscaping (Site B).  

Screening 
Opinion 
Received  

Yes 3  Intersecting 
with SLP 

Not known Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent. 

Insufficient 
information. 

No 

B47 RU.17/079
3 

Development for up to 
1,400 dwellings, a 
primary school, 
3,210m2 of commercial 
space (restaurants, 
retail, public house), 
930m2 of community 
space, publicly 
accessible open space, 
landscaping, ecological 
habitats, and access. 
SANG will be provided 
on site, which will link 
to Trumps Farm.   

Scoping Opinion 
received  

Yes 2 0.4km Likely Schedule 
2 EIA 
developm
ent. 

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist  

Yes 

B48 RU.18/044
3 

Outline planning 
application for the 
erection of up to 52 
dwellings (including 

Application 
Registered  

Yes 1 0.2km Likely Schedule 
2 not EIA 
developm
ent. 

Not expected 
to generate 
cumulative 
effects due to 

No 
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ID Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description (based 

on information from 

the planning portal) 

Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope / 

Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short

listed

? 

affordable housing), 
vehicular access from 
Pretoria Road, 
emergency access 
from Hanworth Lane, 
open space, 
landscaping including 
Sustainable Drainage 
System and all 
necessary ground 
works. All matters 
reserved except for 
means of access, 
layout and scale.'  

the scale of 
the proposed 
scheme 

B49 RU.17/174
9 

Erection of up to 200 
residential dwellings 
(class C3) with 
vehicular access onto 
Bittams Lane, 
associated landscaping 
and public open space  

Application 
Registered  

Yes 1 0.7km Likely Schedule 
2 EIA 
developm
ent. 

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist  

Yes 

Surrey County Council 

B65 12/01132/
SCC 

Extraction of sand and 
gravel and restoration 
to landscaped lakes for 
nature conservation 
after use at Manor 
Farm, Laleham, and 
provision of a 
dedicated area on land 
at Manor Farm 
adjacent to Buckland 
School for nature 

Approved Yes 1 Intersects 
with SLP 

Likely Schedule 
2 EIA 
developm
ent. 

Potential to 
have 
cumulative 
effects. 
Scoped into 
shortlist  

Yes 
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ID Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description (based 

on information from 

the planning portal) 

Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope / 

Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short

listed

? 

conservation study; 
processing of the sand 
and gravel in the 
existing Queen Mary 
Quarry (QMQ) 
processing plant and 
retention of the 
processing plant for the 
duration of operations; 
erection of a concrete 
batching plant and an 
aggregate bagging 
plant within the existing 
QMQ aggregate 
processing and 
stockpiling areas; 
installation of a field 
conveyor for the 
transportation of 
mineral and use for the 
transportation of 
mineral from Manor 
Farm to the QMQ 
processing plant; and 
construction of a tunnel 
beneath the Ashford 
Road to accommodate 
a conveyor link 
between Manor Farm 
and QMQ for the 
transportation of 
mineral. 
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ID Name of 

Developm

ent 

Description (based 

on information from 

the planning portal) 

Status Long List Tier Distance 

from the 

Project 

Temporal Scope / 

Overlap with 

Project 

Timescales 

Scale and 

Nature of 

Developm

ent 

Reason for 

Scoping In / 

Out 

Short

listed

? 

B74 17/1151 Erection of a two-
storey building 
comprising six 
classrooms and 
associated landscaping 
following demolition of 
existing single-storey 
modular block. 

Approved Yes 1 0 - 500m No, already 
constructed.  

N/A Scoped out of 
cumulative 
assessment 
as it is 
already 
constructed.  

No 

 

 

 

Table 8.3 Local Development Plan allocations considered in the Cumulative Effects Assessment  

ID Name of the Local Plan Development Description Long 

List 

Tier Reason for Scoping In 

/ Out 

Shortlisted? 

Runnymede Borough Council 

C20 Thorpe Neighbourhood Area Neighbourhood Plan: Thorpe Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C21 Surrey Waste Plan Policy WD1, WD2 Minerals and Waste Allocation: Lyne Lane, 
Chertsey 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C22 Surrey Waste Plan Policy WD2, WD5 Minerals and Waste Allocation: Land adjacent to 
Trumps Farm, Kitsmead Lane, Longcross 

Y Considere
d as 
RU.13/085
7 

Already considered and 
assessed as a Planning 
Application. 

No 

C23 PRIMARY AGGREGATES DPD Policy 
MA2, Area C 

Minerals and Waste Allocation: Hamm Court 
Farm, Weybridge 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C24 Allocation - SL6 (Emerging Local Plan 
2015-2030) 

Allocation – Residential: Pyrcroft Road, Chertsey Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 



1.1.8 Statement of Common Ground 
 

 

70 

 

ID Name of the Local Plan Development Description Long 

List 

Tier Reason for Scoping In 

/ Out 

Shortlisted? 

C25 Allocation - SL18 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 

Allocation – Residential: Parcel E, Chertsey 
Bittams, Chertsey 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C26 Allocation - SL17 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 

Allocation – Residential: Parcel D, Chertsey 
Bittams, Chertsey 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C27 Allocation - SL16 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 

Allocation – Residential: Parcel C, Chertsey 
Bittams, Chertsey 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C28 Allocation - SL15 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 

Allocation – Residential: Parcel B, Chertsey 
Bittams, Chertsey 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C29 Allocation - SL14 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 

Allocation – Residential: Parcel A, Chertsey 
Bittams, Chertsey 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C30 Allocation - SD10 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 

Allocation – Mixed Use Garden Village: 
Longcross 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C31 Allocation - SL13 (Emerging Local 
Plan 2015-2030) 

Allocation – Mixed Use: St. Peter's Hospital, 
Chertsey 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C32 Allocation - IE11 (Emerging Local Plan 
2015-2030) 

Allocation – Mixed Use: Sainsburys and car park, 
Heriot Road, Chertsey 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C33 Allocation - IE8 (Emerging Local Plan 
2015-2030) 

Allocation – Mixed Use: Addlestone West, Station 
Road 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C34 Allocation - IE7 (Emerging Local Plan 
2015-2030) 

Allocation – Mixed Use: Addlestone East, Station 
Road 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

C35 Allocation SEA1 - Policy IE2: Strategic 
Employment Areas (Runnymede 
Submission Local Plan 2015-2030) 

Allocation – Employment: Hillswood Business 
Park 

Y 3 Allocations have been 
scoped out*. 

No 

Surrey County Council 

C62 MC6, MC7 - Surrey Minerals Plan 
Core Strategy Development Plan 
Document 2011 

Minerals and Waste Safeguarded Area: various 
areas along the proposed route, as shown on 
Surrey County Council Minerals Safeguarded 
Areas map 

N   No 

C63 Primary Aggregates DPD 
(Development Plan Document) Policy 
Ma2, Area G 

Minerals and Waste Allocation: Homers Farm, 
Bedfont 

Y Associate
d Planning 
Applicatio

This site as already 
been taken as a 

No 
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ID Name of the Local Plan Development Description Long 

List 

Tier Reason for Scoping In 

/ Out 

Shortlisted? 

n 
SP/13/001
41/SCC 
and 
Spelthorne 
13/00141/
SCA1 

baseline in Chapter 11 
Soils and Geology. 

C64 Primary Aggregates DPD 
(Development Plan Document) Policy 
Ma2, Area J 

Minerals and Waste Allocation: Manor Farm, 
Laleham 

Y Associate
d Planning 
Applicatio
n 
SP/2012/0
1132 and 
Spelthorne 
10/00738/
SCC 

Cumulative effect is not 
considered relevant to 
the assessment of soil 
resources and 
agriculture as these are 
by their nature site 
specific. There are 
therefore no cumulative 
impacts anticipated on 
land use or soil 
resources either during 
or following the 
proposed development. 

No 

C65 Primary Aggregates DPD 
(Development Plan Document) Policy 
Ma2, Area F 

Minerals and Waste Allocation: Home Farm 
Quarry Extension, Shepperton 

Y Associate
d Planning 
Applicatio
n 
SP09/072
0 and 
Spelthorne  

11/01086/
SCC ( 

As per Planning 
Application 
18/01011/SCC 
(Spelthorne BC), 
mineral extraction has 
ceased in this site. 
Therefore, there are no 
potential to have 
cumulative impacts with 
the project. This site as 
already been taken as a 
baseline in Chapter 11 
Soils and Geology. 

No 



1.1.8 Statement of Common Ground 
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ID Name of the Local Plan Development Description Long 

List 

Tier Reason for Scoping In 

/ Out 

Shortlisted? 

C66 Primary Aggregates DPD 
(Development Plan Document) Policy 
Ma2, Area K 

Minerals and Waste Allocation: Queen Mary 
Reservoir, Ashford 

Y Associate
d Planning 
Applicatio
n 
SP16/011
64/SCRV
C 

Considere
d as 
12/01132/
SCC 

This site as already 
been taken as a 
baseline in Chapter 11 
Soils and Geology. 

No 
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