From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

03 October 2014 08:24
Info KGSP
RE: The Keuper Gas Storage Project - Middlewich, Cheshire

Good Morning,
Thank you for asking Fulcrum Pipelines Limited to examine your consultation document for the above project.
We can confirm that Fulcrum Pipelines Limited have no comments to make on this scoping report. Please note that we are constantly adding to our underground assets
and would strongly advise that you consult us again prior to undertaking any excavations.
Please note that other gas transporters may have plant in this locality which could be affected.
We will always make every effort to help you where we can, but Fulcrum Pipelines Limited will not be held responsible for any incident or accident arising from the use of
the information associated with this search. The details provided are given in good faith, but no liability whatsoever can be accepted in respect thereof.

Yours sincerely,

FULCRUM NEWS
UTILITY SECTOR FIRST AS NEW UTILITY BUSINESS ALLIANCE IS LAUNCHED
We have officially launched a groundbreaking new ‘alliance organisation’ operating under the Fulcrum brand. Learn more.
MAJOR WEBSITE REVAMP
We've unveiled a major website overhaul for www.fulcrum.co.uk. Take a look.

This email and any attachments are strictly confidential and intended for the addressee(s) only. The content may also contain legal, professional or other
privileged information. If you are not the intended recipient, please notify the sender immediately and then delete the email and any attachments. You should
not disclose, copy or take any action in reliance on this transmission. You may report the matter by calling us on 08456413010.
Please ensure you have adequate virus protection before you open or detach any documents from this transmission.
The Fulcrum Group does not accept any liability for viruses. An email reply to this address may be subject to monitoring for operational reasons or lawful
business practices.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

14 October 2014 10:09
Info KGSP
KEUPER GAS STORAGE STATUTORY CONSULTATION PEIR

Dear Sirs,
I refer to the development referenced above and to the PEIR documentation received by surface mail. NATS does not anticipate any impact from the
proposed development and as such has no comments to make.

If you are not the intended recipient, please notify our Help Desk at Email Information.Solutions@nats.co.uk immediately. You should not copy or use this email or
attachment(s) for any purpose nor disclose their contents to any other person.
NATS computer systems may be monitored and communications carried on them recorded, to secure the effective operation of the system.
Please note that neither NATS nor the sender accepts any responsibility for viruses or any losses caused as a result of viruses and it is your responsibility to scan or
otherwise check this email and any attachments.
NATS means NATS (En Route) plc (company number: 4129273), NATS (Services) Ltd (company number 4129270), NATSNAV Ltd (company number: 4164590) or NATS
Ltd (company number 3155567) or NATS Holdings Ltd (company number 4138218). All companies are registered in England and their registered office is at 4000
Parkway, Whiteley, Fareham, Hampshire, PO15 7FL.
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

08 October 2014 14:03
Info KGSP
Keuper Gas Storage project

Dear Sirs
With reference to the above I can confirm that the following have no comments to make at this moment in time.
Quadrant Pipelines Limited
Independent Pipelines Limited
Independent Power Networks
GTC Pipelines Limited
The Electricity Network Company Limited
The Gas Transportation Company Limited
Kind Regards

E

r

NOTE:
This E-Mail originates from GTC, Energy House, Woolpit Business Park, Woolpit, Bury St Edmunds, Suffolk, IP30 9UP
VAT Number: GB688 8971 40. Registered No: 029431.
DISCLAIMER
The information in this E-Mail and in any attachments is confidential and may be privileged. If you are not the intended recipient, please destroy this message, delete any
copies held on your system and notify the sender immediately. You should not retain, copy or use this E-Mail for any purpose, nor disclose all or any part of its content to any
other person. Whilst we run antivirus software on Internet E-Mails, we are not liable for any loss or damage. The recipient is advised to run their own up to date antivirus
software.
Thank you
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

02 October 2014 15:28
Info KGSP

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Ineos Enterprises/Keuper Gas Storage Ltd

2 October 2014

Reference: Keuper Gas Storage Project

Dear Sir/Madam,

Thank you for your recent plant enquiry at: Holford Brinefield, Cheshire
I can confirm that ESP Gas Group Ltd has no gas or electricity apparatus in the vicinity of this site address and will not be affected by your
proposed works.
ESP are continually laying new gas and electricity networks and this notification is valid for 90 days from the date of this letter. If your proposed
works start after this period of time, please re-submit your enquiry.
Important Notice
Please be advised that any enquiries for ESP Connections Ltd, formerly known as British Gas Connections Ltd, should be sent directly to us at
the address shown above or alternatively you can email us at:

Yours faithfully,
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

10 October 2014 09:42

Keuper Gas Storage Project

Dear Sir/Madam
Thank you for consulting JNCC on the preliminary environmental information report for the above project.
I appreciate that JNCC is a prescribed consultee under Section 42 of the Planning Act 2008, however our remit applies specifically to the offshore marine
area (beyond 12 nautical miles) therefore as this project is located onshore we will not be providing any comments.
Presumably, you have consulted Natural England as the statutory nature conservation body with remit for providing nature conservation advice onshore?
I have copied PINS into this e-mail so they have a record that JNCC do not need to be consulted on this project.

_____________________________________________________________________
The Joint Nature Conservation Committee (JNCC) is the statutory adviser to Government on UK and international nature conservation, on behalf of the
Council for Nature Conservation and the Countryside, Cyfoeth Naturiol Cymru (Natural Resources Wales), Natural England and Scottish Natural Heritage. Its
work contributes to maintaining and enriching biological diversity, conserving geological features and sustaining natural systems.
JNCC SUPPORT CO. Registered in England and Wales, company no. 05380206. Registered office: Monkstone House, City Road, Peterborough,
Cambridgeshire PE1 1JY
If you have a Freedom of Information/Environmental Information request please refer to our website page
This message has been checked for all known viruses by JNCC delivered through the MessageLabs Virus Control Centre.

200 Lichfield Lane
Berry Hill
Mansfield
Nottinghamshire
NG18 4RG
Tel:
Email:
Web:

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

Keuper Gas Storage Limited
[By Email: info@kgsp.co.uk]
13 October 2014
Dear Mr Stewart
Keuper Gas Storage Project – consultation on the Preliminary Environmental
Information Report
Section 42 of the Planning Act 2008
Thank you for your consultation letter of 30 September 2014 seeking the pre-application
views of The Coal Authority on the above proposal.
The Coal Authority is a non-departmental public body sponsored by the Department of
Energy and Climate Change. As a statutory consultee, The Coal Authority has a duty to
respond to planning applications and development plans in order to protect the public and
the environment in mining areas.
The Coal Authority Response: No Observations
I have reviewed the proposals and confirm that the proposed Nationally Significant
Infrastructure Project is located outside of the defined coalfield. Accordingly, The Coal
Authority has no comments to make on the Preliminary Environmental Information
Report.
As this proposal lies outside of the defined coalfield, in accordance with Regulation 3 and
Schedule 1 of the Infrastructure Planning (Applications: Prescribed Forms and Procedure)
Regulations 2009 it will not be necessary for any further consultations to be undertaken
with The Coal Authority on this Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project. This letter can
be used by the applicant as evidence for the legal and procedural consultation
requirements.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you would like to discuss this matter further.
1
Protecting the public and the environment in coal mining areas

Yours sincerely

Disclaimer
The above consultation response is provided by The Coal Authority as a Statutory
Consultee and is based upon the latest available coal mining data on the date of the
response, and electronic consultation records held by The Coal Authority since 1 April
2013. The comments made are also based upon only the information provided to The
Coal Authority by the Local Planning Authority and/or has been published on the Council's
website for consultation purposes in relation to this specific planning application. The
views and conclusions contained in this response may be subject to review and
amendment by The Coal Authority if additional or new data/information (such as a revised
Coal Mining Risk Assessment) is provided by the Local Planning Authority or the Applicant
for consultation purposes.
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Protecting the public and the environment in coal mining areas

Developer Services & Planning
Grasmere House
Lingley Mere Business Park
Lingley Green Avenue
Great Sankey
WARRINGTON
WA5 3LP

Your ref
Our ref
Date

DC/14/3995
31 October 2014

Freepost RSKS-SBBE-LHHZ
Keuper Gas Storage Project
C
/O PPS Group
Hanover House
30-32 Charlotte Street
Manchester
M1 4FD

Dear
Proposal:

Keuper Gas Storage Project - Underground Gas Storage Facilities
Preliminary Environmental Information Report Consultation

Thank you for your consultation and seeking the views of United Utilities Water PLC
in this process.
Water and wastewater services are vital for the future well-being of the local and
wider communities and the protection of the environment. When developing your
project you should consider its impact on our assets and ensure service they provide
is safeguarded for future generations.
To protect our assets and the service they provide to our customers and the
environment, we may undertake planned and/or reactive operational activities on
our assets; limited notice may be issued in order to provide access to these assets
and undertake emergency works.
It is therefore, essential that discussions continue with United Utilities Water PLC in a
bid deliver the best value solutions for all parties.
Any future discussions will need to focus on the specific methods of construction,
protection and future access measures for our assets; the future day-to-day
operation and maintenance of the scheme, to ensure that any impact on our
infrastructure or the levels of service we provide to our existing and future
customers is minimised.
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United Utilities Water PLC has reviewed the Preliminary Environmental Information
Report and supporting documents and has no specific comments to make at this
stage, but wish to be included in further consultations and where necessary, the
development of Keuper Gas Storage Project to ensure that the necessary
infrastructure measures are implemented in line with your delivery targets.
We would like to be notified of your decision on whether to accept our comments and
the future progress of the Keuper Gas Storage Project.
If you wish to discuss this in further detail, please do not hesitate in contacting me or
Yours sincerely

United Utilities Water PLC

United Utilities PLC
Registered in England & Wales No. 2366616
Registered office: Haweswater House,
Lingley Mere Business Park, Lingley Green Avenue,
Great Sankey, Warrington, WA5 3LP
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Appendices
We would seek your support and would like to see the following comments to be
taken into consideration and incorporated into your future policies and/or
documents:
Water and wastewater services are vital for the future well-being of the local and
wider communities and the protection of the environment; when developing your
schemes you should consider their impacts on the community, environment, and our
infrastructure. If infrastructure deficiencies cannot be addressed, an alternative
location, design and/or timescale should be sought.

1. National Planning Policy Framework [NPPF]
The presumption in favour of sustainable development
Local Planning Authorities [LPA] should adopt proactive strategy priorities in their
Local Plan. This should include strategic policies to deliver:
 the provision of infrastructure for transport, telecommunications, waste
management, water supply, wastewater, flood risk and coastal change
management, and the provision of minerals and energy (including heat);
 the provision of health, security, community and cultural infrastructure and other
local facilities; and
 climate change mitigation and adaptation, conservation and enhancement of the
natural and historic environment, including landscape.
Crucially, Local Plans should:
 plan positively for the development and infrastructure required in the area to
meet the objectives, principles and policies of the NPPF;
 be drawn up over an appropriate time scale, preferably a 15-year time horizon,
take account of longer term requirements, and be kept up to date;
 be based on co-operation with neighbouring authorities, public, voluntary and
private sector organisations;
 indicate broad locations for strategic development on a key diagram and land-use
designations on a proposals map;
 allocate sites to promote development and flexible use of land, bringing forward
new land where necessary, and provide detail on form, scale, access and
quantum of development where appropriate;
 identify areas where it may be necessary to limit freedom to change the uses of
buildings, and support such restrictions with a clear explanation;
 identify land where development would be inappropriate, for instance because of
its environmental or historic significance; and
 contain a clear strategy for enhancing the natural, built and historic environment,
and supporting Nature Improvement Areas where they have been identified.

2. Infrastructure
NPPF 162 Local planning authorities should work with other authorities and providers
to:
 assess the quality and capacity of infrastructure for transport, water supply,
wastewater and its treatment, energy (including heat), telecommunications,
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utilities, waste, health, social care, education, flood risk and coastal change
management, and its ability to meet forecast demands; and
take account of the need for strategic infrastructure including nationally
significant infrastructure within their areas.

To ensure key sites and strategic locations are deemed sustainable, plan-led and coordinated, strategic solutions should be developed and defined for supporting
infrastructure.
An example would be the development of a joint working group [lead by you] that
identifies a strategic water supply solution/s for a Neighbourhood Plan; each key site
and/or strategic location.
The joint working group will include you; EA; infrastructure providers; developers;
landowners and any other key stakeholders such as Natural England etc.
The aim of the joint working group will be to develop a sustainable strategic drainage
solution that:
 protects the existing customer and maintains their service and quality of life;
 protects the environment;
 is a robust and deliverable;
 proactively not reactively delivered;
 meets the needs of not only the Neighbourhood Plan, key sites/strategic locations
but also the neighbouring Neighbourhood Groups; LPA; and
 is conditional for future developments within the key site and/or strategic
location.
Future development must be sustainable; prevent environmental damage and
preserve the quality of life for existing and future generations; therefore,
developments should be delayed until infrastructure capacity is available.
We cannot confirm if capacity is available until the connection point/s, flows and
completion dates are available.
If additional supporting infrastructure is required then you should work closely with
us [and other utility providers] to ensure a sustainable cross-boundary solution is
identified and approved by the appropriate Regulators bodies before granting
planning approval.
The scale and type of development needs to be defined so the appropriate
infrastructure is in place to ensure growth is sustainable.
Where there are capacity issues; any additional developments in these and/or
adjoining areas without the appropriate infrastructure solutions being implemented
could result in an increased number and frequency of sewer flooding and/or water
supply incidents.
You should also consider the constraints [are not limited to, but include] that are
outside our control and may influence the timely delivery of supporting
infrastructure:
 Regulatory approval
 Environmental constraints
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Does the receiving watercourse/environment have the capacity to accept
additional flows without causing environmental damage?
▫ Small river : large development
Environmental consents and permits
▫ Timescales in involved in the construction/delivery of new processes to meet
new consents and/or permits
Planning approval
▫ The LDF process has not highlighted and/or specified land for infrastructure
use, therefore future planning applications for future supporting utilities
infrastructure may be thwarted or a prolonged process
▫ Historical local resistance to the expansion of utilities assets
▫ Planning application approval restrictions/conditions delay implementation of
supporting infrastructure assets
Land acquisition
▫ Timescales involved in the purchased land needs
▫ Land may not be available for expansion due to the encroachment of
development
Access into the highway
▫ Limitations from the highway departments for road works
Environmental restrictions
▫ bird breeding and/or nesting seasons; great crested newts; badgers etc.
Implementation and commissioning restrictions
▫ Planning application approval conditions; working hours etc.
▫ Environmental consents/permits conditions
▫ Its psychical delivery
▫











3. Water Resources Planning
Our Water Resources Management Plan was published in 2009, and sets out our
strategy for water resources management for the next twenty-five years and
highlights areas where there is likely to be a supply deficit and what activities will be
put in place to mitigate any shortfall in supply.
The plan can be accessed here:
http://www.unitedutilities.com/WaterResourcesPlan.aspx
We would encourage all you and developers to contact us at the earliest opportunity
to enable identification of points of connection with least cost to the developer.

4. Increased Water Capacity
The developer is required to pay for their increased capacity (up to the point of a
treatment works) and they are only allowed to connect at specific points identified by
us and following approval to connect.
You and developer should obtain local capacity information from our Area
Teams\Connections who will be able to identify areas where there is current capacity
for development; this would be on a case by case basis and developers are required
to pay a fee for this service (a pre development enquiry).
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5. General Water Efficiency Guidance
United Utilities encourages the use of water efficient designs and development
wherever this is possible. There are a number of actions developers can undertake to
ensure that their developments are water efficient. The most up to date advice for
water efficiency and water efficiency products can be found at Waterwise who have
recently published a best practise guide on water efficiency for new developments.
http://www.waterwise.org.uk/
We would encourage utilisation of the following water efficiency activities:
 Installing of the latest water efficient products, such as a 4.5l flush toilet instead
of the 6l type.
 Minimise run lengths of hot and cold water pipes from storage to tap/shower
areas. This minimises the amount of waste during the time the water goes from
cold to hot.
 Utilising drought resistant varieties of trees, plants and grasses when
landscaping.
 Install water efficient appliances such as dishwashers, washing machines.

6. Surface Water
Site drainage; ground conditions; local flooding issues; development layout; design
and planning policies should be major considerations for you and developers when
selecting possible development sites.
The treatment and processing of surface water [storm water; rainwater] is a not a
sustainable solution; the sites’ current natural discharge solution should be continued
and/or mimicked; if the existing surface water does not have an existing or a
historical natural solution, we would question the development of a flooded site.
Surfacewater should be managed at source and not transferred; if not this will only
transfer the issue to another location; generally to a single pinch point, generating
further problems in that location.
Developments must drain on a separate sewerage system, with only foul drainage
connected into the foul sewerage network.
Every option should be investigated before discharging surface water into a public
sewerage network.
Connecting surface water to the public sewerage network is not a sustainable
solution and you should discourage this practice.
The priority options for the management of surface water discharges are:
 Continue and/or mimic the site’s current natural discharge process
 Store for later use
 Discharge into infiltration systems located in porous sub soils
 Attenuate flows into green engineering solutions such as ponds; swales or other
open water features for gradual release to a watercourse and/or porous sub soils
 Attenuate by storing in tanks or sealed systems for gradual release to a
watercourse
 Direct discharge to a watercourse
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Direct discharge to a surface water sewer
Controlled discharge into the combined sewerage network ~ this option is a last
resort when all other options have been discounted.

Development on Greenfield sites shall not discharge surface water into the public
combined sewerage network and shall not increase the rate of run-off into the public
surface water network ~ this statement does not replace the priority options for
surface water management above.
On previously developed land, a reduction of at least 30% will be sought, rising to a
minimum of 50% in critical drainage areas ~ this statement does not replace the
priority options for surface water management above
Any discharge to the public sewerage system must be via approved SuDS and will
require an approved discharge rate.
The following link shows examples of SuDS solutions; case studies; presentations;
policy and regulatory documents relevant to the delivery of sustainable drainage etc.
http://www.susdrain.org/
The case studies section highlights numerous examples of how problematic ground
conditions; topography issues can be overcome [i.e. Olympic Park, East London].
A discharge to groundwater or watercourse may require the consent of the
Environment Agency.

7. Development adjacent to infrastructure assets
The future expansion of infrastructure assets to meet the needs of future demands
and changes in legalisation could create a potential conflict with your scheme; we
would therefore discouraged development adjacent to our assets.
Water and sewerage companies have a legal right of access to their assets; this can
be for their operational and/or maintenance therefore we will not permit the building
over and/or near its infrastructure assets.
To protect sensitive developments [ie residential uses] the Environmental Health
Authority should be consulted if your scheme is to be located adjacent to wastewater
infrastructure assets. In most cases, the distance of 400 metres from the wastewater
treatment facilities is used as a guide, but this can differ due to local topography,
climatic conditions, size and nature of the wastewater infrastructure asset and
development in question.
You must ensure we are kept informed of any waste management related
development and/or planning application within 500m of a Large Diameter Trunk
Main [LDTM]. Prior consent will be required from us before granting approval. It is
also essential that this information is included in future planning policy
We would seek you future support in the protection of our infrastructure use.
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Marine Development
Lancaster House
Hampshire Court
Newcastle upon Tyne
NE4 7YH

INEOS Enterprises
(via e-mail only)

T +44 (0)300 123 1032
F +44 (0)191 376 2681
www.marinemanagement.org.uk

Our reference: DCO/2014/00014

27 November 2014

Dear Mr Stewart,
KEUPER GAS STORAGE LIMITED – KEUPER GAS STORAGE PROJECT:
CONSULTATION IN ACCORDANCE WITH SECTION 42 OF THE PLANNING ACT 2008
Thank you for your letter dated 30 September 2014, notifying the Marine Management
Organisation (the “MMO”) of Keuper Gas Storage Limited’s (“KGSL”) intention to submit an
application for development consent under the Planning Act 2008 (the “2008 Act”) to
develop further underground gas storage in Cheshire.
The MMO’s role in Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects
The MMO was established by the Marine and Coastal Access Act 2009 (the “2009 Act”) to
make a contribution to sustainable development in the marine area and to promote clean,
healthy, safe, productive and biologically diverse oceans and seas.
The responsibilities of the MMO include the licensing of construction works, deposits and
removals in English inshore and offshore waters and for Welsh and Northern Ireland
offshore waters by way of a marine licence 1. Inshore waters include any area which is
submerged at mean high water spring (“MHWS”) tide. They also include the waters of every
estuary, river or channel where the tide flows at MHWS tide. Waters in areas which are
closed permanently or intermittently by a lock or other artificial means against the regular
action of the tide are included, where seawater flows into or out from the area.
In the case of Nationally Significant Infrastructure Projects (“NSIPs”), the 2008 Act enables
Development Consent Order’s (“DCO”) for projects which affect the marine environment to
include provisions which deem marine licences 2.
As a prescribed consultee under the 2008 Act, the MMO advises developers during preapplication on those aspects of a project that may have an impact on the marine area or
1
2

Under Part 4 of the 2009 Act
Section 149A of the 2008 Act

those who use it. In addition to considering the impacts of any construction, deposit or
removal within the marine area, this also includes assessing any risks to human health,
other legitimate uses of the sea and any potential impacts on the marine environment from
terrestrial works.
Where a marine licence is deemed within a DCO, the MMO is the delivery body responsible
for post-consent monitoring, variation, enforcement and revocation of provisions relating to
the marine environment. As such, the MMO has a keen interest in ensuring that provisions
drafted in a deemed marine licence (“DML”) enable the MMO to fulfil these obligations. This
includes ensuring that there has been a thorough assessment of the impact of the works on
the marine environment (both direct and indirect), that it is clear within the DCO which works
are consented within the DML, that conditions or provisions imposed are proportionate,
robust and enforceable and that there is clear and sufficient detail to allow for monitoring
and enforcement. To achieve this, the MMO seeks to agree the DML with the developer for
inclusion with their application to the Planning Inspectorate (“PINS”).
Further information on licensable activities can be found on the MMO’s website 3. Further
information on the interaction between PINS and the MMO can be found in our joint advice
note 4.
The Keuper Gas Storage Project
The Keuper Gas Storage Project (the “Project”) proposes to extract brine from underground
cavities at the Holford Brinefield. The Holford Brinefield would then be used to store natural
gas. Alongside existing infrastructure, additional works will be required. These include an
extension to the existing brine and water system and new infrastructure to allow the storage
and transfer of gas to the National Transmission Service.
The MMO may have an interest in the Project due to the construction of a pipe bridge
crossing the Western Canal, a pipeline along the Telford Wall and an outfall within the
Manchester Ship Canal (the “Runcorn brine outfall proposed works”). Should these works
require a licence under the 2009 Act, the DCO application will require the inclusion of a
DML.
The MMO has reviewed the consultation documents and sets out our initial comments
below. The MMO reserves the right to make further comments on the Project throughout the
pre-application process and may modify its present advice or opinion in view of any
additional information that may come to our attention.
Comments on the Keuper Gas Storage Statutory Consultation
1.

General comments

1.1.

It is unclear from the documents provided whether consideration has been given to
the licensing requirements of the 2009 Act. In our Scoping Response to PINS dated
11 April 2014, the MMO noted that certain aspects of the Project may require
licensing under the 2009 Act.

3
4

https://www.gov.uk/planning-development/marine-licences
http://infrastructure.planningportal.gov.uk/wp-content/uploads/2013/04/Advice-note-11-v2.pdf
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1.2.

It is the responsibility of KGSL to identify MHWS and where the proposed works lie in
relation to MHWS. Consideration should be given to both the MMO’s remit as outlined
above and the dynamic nature of the Mersey Estuary. Should it be determined that
the proposed works do fall within the remit of the MMO, a DML would be required.

1.3.

In order for activities to be included in a DML, KGSL need to clearly demonstrate
through the Environmental Impact Assessment (“EIA”) process that the environmental
impacts of those activities have been addressed and, where required, mitigated.

1.4.

Presently, the MMO are unable to provide comments regarding the assessment of
impacts until the licensing requirements of the 2009 have been considered. The MMO
does note, however, the potential for impacts on the marine area, specifically via the
release of contaminated sediment.

1.5.

Should it be determined that a marine licence is required, the MMO would look to
provide comments regarding the appropriateness of assessments, monitoring, and /
or mitigation measures highlighted, and would seek to agree the draft DML prior to
DCO application submission.

1.6.

Should KGSL be able to demonstrate that a robust impact assessment of all activities
has been undertaken, full details of those activities will need to be included within the
DML.

1.7.

In order for contractors and MMO enforcement officers to clearly identify those
aspects of the project which have been consented via the DML, the MMO expects
that each work item is described in full in its own section and include:
•
•
•

Description of works, including location in coordinates in degree, decimal
minutes to 3 decimal places and in WGS84 format;
Methodology to be used; and
Specific conditions relating to that aspect of the works. Conditions should be
informed from the EIA and habitat regulation assessment processes and any
relevant consultation responses from those bodies with an interest in the marine
environment, and must be drafted in consultation with the MMO.

1.8.

To ensure that the DML is fit for the MMO’s purposes post consent, the MMO strongly
recommends that it be involved in the drafting of the DML and the drafting of all
conditions to be included on the DML.

1.9.

Should it be determined that a licence is not required, the MMO may wish to provide
comments on any potential indirect impacts of the Project on the marine environment.

Conclusion
As previously advised in our Scoping Response to PINS, the MMO welcomes further
consultation and recommends that KGSL discuss the licensing requirements under the
2009 Act with the MMO at the earliest opportunity. Should KGSL determine that a marine
licence is not required, the MMO would like to see this documented and would request
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confirmation from KGSL of how consideration has been given to the licensing requirements
of the 2009 Act.
Please do not hesitate to contact me with regards to any queries you may have in relation to
this correspondence.
Yours sincerely,
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CRCE/NSIP Consultations
Chilton
Didcot
Oxfordshire OX11 0RQ

T +44 (0) 1235 825278
F +44 (0) 1235 822614
www.gov.uk/phe

Keuper Gas Storage Project
c/o PPS Group
Hanover House
30-32 Charlotte Street
Manchester
M1 4FD

Our Ref: ENFFGS 141006 356

26th November 2014
Dear
Section 42 Consultation: Keuper Gas Storage
Thank you for including Public Health England (PHE) in the public consultation stage
of the proposed underground gas storage facility in Holford Brinefield, north of
Middlewich and Cheshire.
PHE provided a scoping opinion to the Planning Inspectorate which was included in
Appendix 2 of the scoping opinion issued by the Planning Inspectorate in April 2014.
Our current response should be considered in conjunction with that earlier advice.
PHE has considered the documentation provided as part of the public / Section 42
consultation and advises that:
1. The Non-technical Summary and Preliminary Environmental Impact
Assessment (PEIR) advise that there will be an electrical supply connection to
the gas processing plant, consisting of; a new pylon tower connection to the
existing 132 kV overhead power line, new connection compound with
associated switchgear and transformers, a new short section of approximately
1 km overhead 33 kV (pole) power line to the electrical substation of the Gas
Processing Plant.
In regulatory terms PHE acknowledges that it may be possible to justify the
exclusion of the assessment of potential Electric and Magnetic (EMF)
exposures from the Nationally Significant Infrastructure Project (NSIP)
process. We would however strongly recommend against this exclusion as
we believe that EMF should be considered as part of the assessment of the
overall public health impacts arising from the development.

2. PHE does not wish to comment on gas pipeline or site safety issues as these
matters are controlled by other regulatory frameworks. We note that the

KGSP Project Team has confirmed that the site will fall under the remit of the
Control of Major Accident Hazards (COMAH) Regulations.
3. You advise that more detailed information and assessments, including a
Construction and Environmental Management Plan (CEMP), will be included
when the application for a Development Consent Order (DCO) is submitted to
the Planning Inspectorate.
PHE will provide detailed comments on both the submitted assessments and
proposer route corridor once the final reports are made available.
In preparing the additional reports you are referred to our earlier scoping response
(8th April 2014) which outlines the key information PHE would expect to be submitted
as well as the above mentioned points. For your information a copy of this guidance,
including updated hyperlinks, is appended to this response.
If you require any clarification on the above points or wish to discuss any particular
issues please do not hesitate to contact us.
Yours sincerely

Please mark any correspondence for the attention of National Infrastructure Planning
Administration.

Appendix: PHE recommendations regarding the scoping document

General approach
The EIA should give consideration to best practice guidance such as the
Government’s Good Practice Guide for EIA1. It is important that the EIA identifies
and assesses the potential public health impacts of the activities at, and emissions
from, the installation. Assessment should consider the development, operational,
and decommissioning phases.
It is not PHE’s role to undertake these assessments on behalf of promoters as this
would conflict with PHE’s role as an impartial and independent body.
Consideration of alternatives (including alternative sites, choice of process, and the
phasing of construction) is widely regarded as good practice. Ideally, EIA should
start at the stage of site and process selection, so that the environmental merits of
practicable alternatives can be properly considered. Where this is undertaken, the
main alternatives considered should be outlined in the ES2.
The following text covers a range of issues that PHE would expect to be addressed
by the promoter. However this list is not exhaustive and the onus is on the promoter
to ensure that the relevant public health issues are identified and addressed. PHE’s
advice and recommendations carry no statutory weight and constitute non-binding
guidance.

Receptors
The ES should clearly identify the development’s location and the location and
distance from the development of off-site human receptors that may be affected by
emissions from, or activities at, the development. Off-site human receptors may
include people living in residential premises; people working in commercial, and
industrial premises and people using transport infrastructure (such as roads and
railways), recreational areas, and publicly-accessible land. Consideration should also
be given to environmental receptors such as the surrounding land, watercourses,
surface and groundwater, and drinking water supplies such as wells, boreholes and
water abstraction points.

1

Environmental Impact Assessment: A guide to good practice and procedures - A consultation paper; 2006; Department for
Communities and Local Government. Available from:
http://www.communities.gov.uk/archived/publications/planningandbuilding/environmentalimpactassessment
2
DCLG guidance, 1999 http://www.communities.gov.uk/documents/planningandbuilding/pdf/155958.pdf

Impacts arising from construction and decommissioning
Any assessment of impacts arising from emissions due to construction and
decommissioning should consider potential impacts on all receptors and describe
monitoring and mitigation during these phases. Construction and decommissioning
will be associated with vehicle movements and cumulative impacts should be
accounted for.

We would expect the promoter to follow best practice guidance during all phases
from construction to decommissioning to ensure appropriate measures are in place
to mitigate any potential impact on health from emissions (point source, fugitive and
traffic-related). An effective Construction Environmental Management Plan (CEMP)
(and Decommissioning Environmental Management Plan (DEMP)) will help provide
reassurance that activities are well managed. The promoter should ensure that there
are robust mechanisms in place to respond to any complaints of traffic-related
pollution, during construction, operation, and decommissioning of the facility.

Emissions to air and water
Significant impacts are unlikely to arise from installations which employ Best
Available Techniques (BAT) and which meet regulatory requirements concerning
emission limits and design parameters. However, PHE has a number of comments
regarding emissions in order that the EIA provides a comprehensive assessment of
potential impacts.

When considering a baseline (of existing environmental quality) and in the
assessment and future monitoring of impacts these:


should include appropriate screening assessments and detailed dispersion
modelling where this is screened as necessary



should encompass all pollutants which may be emitted by the installation in
combination with all pollutants arising from associated development and
transport, ideally these should be considered in a single holistic assessment



should consider the construction, operational, and decommissioning phases



should consider the typical operational emissions and emissions from start-up,
shut-down, abnormal operation and accidents when assessing potential impacts
and include an assessment of worst-case impacts



should fully account for fugitive emissions



should include appropriate estimates of background levels



should identify cumulative and incremental impacts (i.e. assess cumulative
impacts from multiple sources), including those arising from associated
development, other existing and proposed development in the local area, and
new vehicle movements associated with the proposed development; associated
transport emissions should include consideration of non-road impacts (i.e. rail,
sea, and air)



should include consideration of local authority, Environment Agency, Defra
national network, and any other local site-specific sources of monitoring data



should compare predicted environmental concentrations to the applicable
standard or guideline value for the affected medium (such as UK Air Quality
Standards and Objectives and Environmental Assessment Levels)
 If no standard or guideline value exists, the predicted exposure to humans
should be estimated and compared to an appropriate health-based value
(a Tolerable Daily Intake or equivalent). Further guidance is provided in
Annex 1
 This should consider all applicable routes of exposure e.g. include
consideration of aspects such as the deposition of chemicals emitted to air
and their uptake via ingestion



should identify and consider impacts on residential areas and sensitive receptors
(such as schools, nursing homes and healthcare facilities) in the area(s) which
may be affected by emissions, this should include consideration of any new
receptors arising from future development

Whilst screening of impacts using qualitative methodologies is common practice (e.g.
for impacts arising from fugitive emissions such as dust), where it is possible to
undertake a quantitative assessment of impacts then this should be undertaken.
PHE’s view is that the EIA should appraise and describe the measures that will be
used to control both point source and fugitive emissions and demonstrate that
standards, guideline values or health-based values will not be exceeded due to
emissions from the installation, as described above. This should include
consideration of any emitted pollutants for which there are no set emission limits.
When assessing the potential impact of a proposed installation on environmental
quality, predicted environmental concentrations should be compared to the permitted
concentrations in the affected media; this should include both standards for short
and long-term exposure.

Additional points specific to emissions to air
When considering a baseline (of existing air quality) and in the assessment and
future monitoring of impacts these:


should include consideration of impacts on existing areas of poor air quality e.g.
existing or proposed local authority Air Quality Management Areas (AQMAs)



should include modelling using appropriate meteorological data (i.e. come from
the nearest suitable meteorological station and include a range of years and
worst case conditions)



should include modelling taking into account local topography

Additional points specific to emissions to water
When considering a baseline (of existing water quality) and in the assessment and
future monitoring of impacts these:


should include assessment of potential impacts on human health and not focus
solely on ecological impacts



should identify and consider all routes by which emissions may lead to population
exposure (e.g. surface watercourses; recreational waters; sewers; geological
routes etc.)



should assess the potential off-site effects of emissions to groundwater (e.g. on
aquifers used for drinking water) and surface water (used for drinking water
abstraction) in terms of the potential for population exposure



should include consideration of potential impacts on recreational users (e.g. from
fishing, canoeing etc) alongside assessment of potential exposure via drinking
water

Land quality
We would expect the promoter to provide details of any hazardous contamination
present on site (including ground gas) as part of the site condition report.
Emissions to and from the ground should be considered in terms of the previous
history of the site and the potential of the site, once operational, to give rise to
issues. Public health impacts associated with ground contamination and/or the

migration of material off-site should be assessed3 and the potential impact on nearby
receptors and control and mitigation measures should be outlined.
Relevant areas outlined in the Government’s Good Practice Guide for EIA include:


effects associated with ground contamination that may already exist



effects associated with the potential for polluting substances that are used (during
construction / operation) to cause new ground contamination issues on a site, for
example introducing / changing the source of contamination



impacts associated with re-use of soils and waste soils, for example, re-use of
site-sourced materials on-site or offsite, disposal of site-sourced materials offsite,
importation of materials to the site, etc.

Waste
The EIA should demonstrate compliance with the waste hierarchy (e.g. with respect
to re-use, recycling or recovery and disposal).
For wastes arising from the installation the EIA should consider:


the implications and wider environmental and public health impacts of different
waste disposal options



disposal route(s) and transport method(s) and how potential impacts on public
health will be mitigated

Other aspects
Within the EIA PHE would expect to see information about how the promoter would
respond to accidents with potential off-site emissions e.g. flooding or fires, spills,
leaks or releases off-site. Assessment of accidents should: identify all potential
hazards in relation to construction, operation and decommissioning; include an
assessment of the risks posed; and identify risk management measures and
contingency actions that will be employed in the event of an accident in order to
mitigate off-site effects.
The EIA should include consideration of the COMAH Regulations (Control of Major
Accident Hazards) and the Major Accident Off-Site Emergency Plan (Management of
Waste from Extractive Industries) (England and Wales) Regulations 2009: both in
terms of their applicability to the installation itself, and the installation’s potential to
impact on, or be impacted by, any nearby installations themselves subject to the
these Regulations.
3

Following the approach outlined in the section above dealing with emissions to air and water i.e. comparing predicted
environmental concentrations to the applicable standard or guideline value for the affected medium (such as Soil Guideline
Values)

There is evidence that, in some cases, perception of risk may have a greater impact
on health than the hazard itself. A 2009 report4, jointly published by Liverpool John
Moores University and the HPA, examined health risk perception and environmental
problems using a number of case studies. As a point to consider, the report
suggested: “Estimation of community anxiety and stress should be included as part
of every risk or impact assessment of proposed plans that involve a potential
environmental hazard. This is true even when the physical health risks may be
negligible.” PHE supports the inclusion of this information within EIAs as good
practice.
Electromagnetic fields (EMF) [include for installations with associated
substations and/or power lines]
There is a potential health impact associated with the electric and magnetic fields
around substations and the connecting cables or lines. The following information
provides a framework for considering the potential health impact.
In March 2004, the National Radiological Protection Board, NRPB (now part of PHE),
published advice on limiting public exposure to electromagnetic fields. The advice
was based on an extensive review of the science and a public consultation on its
website, and recommended the adoption in the UK of the EMF exposure guidelines
published by the International Commission on Non-ionizing Radiation Protection
(ICNIRP):http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140629102627/http://www.hpa.org.uk/P
ublications/Radiation/NPRBArchive/DocumentsOfTheNRPB/Absd1502/
The ICNIRP guidelines are based on the avoidance of known adverse effects of
exposure to electromagnetic fields (EMF) at frequencies up to 300 GHz (gigahertz),
which includes static magnetic fields and 50 Hz electric and magnetic fields
associated with electricity transmission.
PHE notes the current Government policy is that the ICNIRP guidelines are
implemented in line with the terms of the EU Council Recommendation on limiting
exposure of the general public (1999/519/EC):
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/+/www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publichealth/Healthpr
otection/DH_4089500
For static magnetic fields, the latest ICNIRP guidelines (2009) recommend that acute
exposure of the general public should not exceed 400 mT (millitesla), for any part of
the body, although the previously recommended value of 40 mT is the value used in
the Council Recommendation. However, because of potential indirect adverse
effects, ICNIRP recognises that practical policies need to be implemented to prevent
inadvertent harmful exposure of people with implanted electronic medical devices
and implants containing ferromagnetic materials, and injuries due to flying
ferromagnetic objects, and these considerations can lead to much lower restrictions,
such as 0.5 mT as advised by the International Electrotechnical Commission.
4

Available from: http://www.cph.org.uk/showPublication.aspx?pubid=538

At 50 Hz, the known direct effects include those of induced currents in the body on
the central nervous system (CNS) and indirect effects include the risk of painful
spark discharge on contact with metal objects exposed to the field. The ICNIRP
guidelines give reference levels for public exposure to 50 Hz electric and magnetic
fields, and these are respectively 5 kV m−1 (kilovolts per metre) and 100 μT
(microtesla). If people are not exposed to field strengths above these levels, direct
effects on the CNS should be avoided and indirect effects such as the risk of painful
spark discharge will be small. The reference levels are not in themselves limits but
provide guidance for assessing compliance with the basic restrictions and reducing
the risk of indirect effects. Further clarification on advice on exposure guidelines for
50 Hz electric and magnetic fields is provided in the following note on the HPA
website:
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140714084352/http://www.hpa.org.uk/T
opics/Radiation/UnderstandingRadiation/InformationSheets/info_IcnirpExpGuidelines
/
The Department of Energy and Climate Change has also published voluntary code
of practices which set out key principles for complying with the ICNIRP guidelines for
the industry.
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/37447/
1256-code-practice-emf-public-exp-guidelines.pdf
https://www.gov.uk/government/uploads/system/uploads/attachment_data/file/48309/
1255-code-practice-optimum-phasing-power-lines.pdf

There is concern about the possible effects of long-term exposure to electromagnetic
fields, including possible carcinogenic effects at levels much lower than those given
in the ICNIRP guidelines. In the NRPB advice issued in 2004, it was concluded that
the studies that suggest health effects, including those concerning childhood
leukaemia, could not be used to derive quantitative guidance on restricting exposure.
However, the results of these studies represented uncertainty in the underlying
evidence base, and taken together with people’s concerns, provided a basis for
providing an additional recommendation for Government to consider the need for
further precautionary measures, particularly with respect to the exposure of children
to power frequency magnetic fields.
The Stakeholder Advisory Group on ELF EMFs (SAGE) was then set up to take this
recommendation forward, explore the implications for a precautionary approach to
extremely low frequency electric and magnetic fields (ELF EMFs), and to make
practical recommendations to Government. In the First Interim Assessment of the
Group, consideration was given to mitigation options such as the 'corridor option'
near power lines, and optimal phasing to reduce electric and magnetic fields. A
Second Interim Assessment addresses electricity distribution systems up to 66 kV.
The SAGE reports can be found at the following link:

http://sagedialogue.org.uk/ (go to “Document Index” and Scroll to SAGE/Formal
reports with recommendations)
The Agency has given advice to Health Ministers on the First Interim Assessment of
SAGE regarding precautionary approaches to ELF EMFs and specifically regarding
power lines and property, wiring and electrical equipment in homes:
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140629102627/http://www.hpa.org.uk/P
ublications/Radiation/HPAResponseStatementsOnRadiationTopics/rpdadvice_sage/
The evidence to date suggests that in general there are no adverse effects on the
health of the population of the UK caused by exposure to ELF EMFs below the
guideline levels. The scientific evidence, as reviewed by PHE, supports the view that
precautionary measures should address solely the possible association with
childhood leukaemia and not other more speculative health effects. The measures
should be proportionate in that overall benefits outweigh the fiscal and social costs,
have a convincing evidence base to show that they will be successful in reducing
exposure, and be effective in providing reassurance to the public.
The Government response to the First SAGE Interim Assessment is given in the
written Ministerial Statement by Gillian Merron, then Minister of State, Department of
Health, published on 16th October 2009:

http://www.publications.parliament.uk/pa/cm200809/cmhansrd/cm091016/wmstext/9
1016m0001.htm
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20130107105354/http://www.dh.gov.uk/en/
Publicationsandstatistics/Publications/PublicationsPolicyAndGuidance/DH_107124
HPA and Government responses to the Second Interim Assessment of SAGE are
available at the following links:
http://webarchive.nationalarchives.gov.uk/20140629102627/http://www.hpa.org.uk/P
ublications/Radiation/HPAResponseStatementsOnRadiationTopics/rpdadvice_sage2
/
http://www.dh.gov.uk/en/Publicationsandstatistics/Publications/PublicationsPolicyAn
dGuidance/DH_130703
The above information provides a framework for considering the health impact
associated with the proposed development, including the direct and indirect effects
of the electric and magnetic fields as indicated above.
Liaison with other stakeholders, comments should be sought from:


the local authority for matters relating to noise, odour, vermin and dust nuisance



the local authority regarding any site investigation and subsequent construction
(and remediation) proposals to ensure that the site could not be determined as
‘contaminated land’ under Part 2A of the Environmental Protection Act



the local authority regarding any impacts on existing or proposed Air Quality
Management Areas



the Food Standards Agency for matters relating to the impact on human health of
pollutants deposited on land used for growing food/ crops



the Environment Agency for matters relating to flood risk and releases with the
potential to impact on surface and groundwaters



the Environment Agency for matters relating to waste characterisation and
acceptance



the Clinical Commissioning Groups, NHS commissioning Boards and Local
Planning Authority for matters relating to wider public health

Environmental Permitting
Amongst other permits and consents, the development will require an environmental
permit from the Environment Agency to operate (under the Environmental Permitting
(England and Wales) Regulations 2010). Therefore the installation will need to
comply with the requirements of best available techniques (BAT). PHE is a consultee
for bespoke environmental permit applications and will respond separately to any
such consultation.

Annex 1

Human health risk assessment (chemical pollutants)
The points below are cross-cutting and should be considered when undertaking a
human health risk assessment:
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The promoter should consider including Chemical Abstract Service (CAS)
numbers alongside chemical names, where referenced in the ES



Where available, the most recent United Kingdom standards for the
appropriate media (e.g. air, water, and/or soil) and health-based guideline
values should be used when quantifying the risk to human health from
chemical pollutants. Where UK standards or guideline values are not
available, those recommended by the European Union or World Health
Organisation can be used



When assessing the human health risk of a chemical emitted from a facility or
operation, the background exposure to the chemical from other sources
should be taken into account



When quantitatively assessing the health risk of genotoxic and carcinogenic
chemical pollutants PHE does not favour the use of mathematical models to
extrapolate from high dose levels used in animal carcinogenicity studies to
well below the observed region of a dose-response relationship. When only
animal data are available, we recommend that the ‘Margin of Exposure’
(MOE) approach5 is used

Benford D et al. 2010. Application of the margin of exposure approach to substances in food that are genotoxic and
carcinogenic. Food Chem Toxicol 48 Suppl 1: S2-24

23 October 2014
Keuper Gas Storage Project
c/o PPS Group
Hanover House
30-32 Charlotte Street
Manchester
M1 4FD
Dear
Keuper Gas Storage Project – Statutory Consultation
Thank you for your letter dated 1 October 2014 in respect of the above.
The Canal & River Trust (the Trust) is a company limited by guarantee and registered as a charity.
The Trust has a range of charitable objectives including:
•
•
•
•

To hold in trust or own and to operate and manage inland waterways for public benefit, use
and enjoyment;
To protect and conserve objects and buildings of heritage interest;
To further the conservation, protection and improvement of the natural environment of
inland waterways; and
To promote sustainable development in the vicinity of any inland waterways for the benefit
of the public.

The following comments are provided in our capacity as a consultee identified in Section 42 of the
Planning Act 2008.
The element of the Keuper project that directly affects the Trust is the proposed pipeline to
discharge excess brine to the Manchester Ship Canal adjacent to the Ineos Chlor site at Runcorn
(the Runcorn Outfall). The pipeline will cross over the Weaver Navigation and run along the thin
strip of land between the two waterways known as Telford’s Wall. The Weaver Navigation is
owned, managed and maintained by the Trust and we are also the navigation authority for the
waterway. Telford’s Wall is partly owned by the Trust.
I can confirm that the Trust has been involved in on-going discussions with the applicant and other
stakeholders in relation to the Runcorn Outfall. The Trust’s Code of Practice for Third Party Works
advises that the construction of new pipe bridge crossings over our waterways will not be
permitted, due to the visual and amenity impact of such structures. However, in this case, other
alternative options have been ruled out and we have accepted the likelihood that the pipe will have
to go over the Weaver Navigation due to the risks associated with the existing infrastructure in the
vicinity.

Canal & River Trust Peel's Wharf Lichfield Street Fazeley Tamworth Staffordshire B78 3QZ
www.canalrivertrust.org.uk
Patron: H.R.H. The Prince of Wales. Canal & River Trust is a company limited by guarantee registered in England & Wales under
number 7807276; and a charity registered with the Charity Commission under number 1146792.

We are pleased to note that the proposed pipe bridge crossing will include provision for restricted
access over the Weaver Navigation, which will allow for easier maintenance and inspection of the
outfall infrastructure and also of Telford’s Wall. We are also pleased to note that the pipe bridge
crossing will be of sufficient height above water level to allow for the use of the Weaver Navigation
for commercial freight transport.
The Trust is satisfied that the Preliminary Environmental Information Report generally recognises
the need to assess and mitigate the potential impacts of the development on the Weaver
Navigation. In particular, Chapter 22 (Heritage) contains information about the Weaver Navigation
and Telfords Wall, whilst Chapter 25 refers to the impact on the Water Environment of the Weaver
Navigation. Once further details of the brine discharge pipe are available, including the method of
construction and fixing to Telford’s Wall, it is essential that the impact on the heritage and wildlife
value of the waterway corridor is fully assessed and mitigated.
In relation to Chapter 24 (Landscape and Visual Impact), the 18-20m high pipe bridge will clearly
have a substantial visual impact on the navigation corridor. Although this will be set against an
industrial backdrop, it should be recognised that the actual navigation corridor is relatively open at
this point, with the Mersey Estuary to the west. Public access on the towpath alongside the
waterway is limited in this location. However, it is essential that the impact on views from a boat
travelling along the navigation is fully assessed, and that the navigation itself is recognised as a
key receptor.
As the scheme progresses we will be keen to comment and have an input in terms of the detailed
design and materials for the pipe bridge. It may be possible to mitigate the visual impact of the
structure through the use of a lighter colour frame material and simple detailing.
I would be grateful if you could direct future correspondence and consultations to me at our
Waterside House office in Wigan. Should you have any queries please contact me on the details
below.
Yours sincerely
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Date:
27 October 2014
Our ref: 7918_133439_Keuper Gas Storage_NSIP_S42 Consultation_PIER
Your ref: Section 42 Statutory Consultation_KGSP

Operations Director Keuper Gas Storage Limited
BY EMAIL ONLY

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

Dear
Planning consultation: Section 42 (Planning Act 2008), Keuper Gas Storage Project – Preliminary
Environmental Information report (PEIR)
Location: Holford Brinefield, Cheshire
Thank you for your consultation on the above dated 30 September 2014
Natural England is a non-departmental public body. Our statutory purpose is to ensure that the
natural environment is conserved, enhanced, and managed for the benefit of present and future
generations, thereby contributing to sustainable development.
Conservation of Habitats and Species Regulations 2010 (As Amended)
Wildlife and Countryside Act 2981 (as Amended)
We understand that you are consulting us in line with paragraph 67 of the Planning Act 2008
“Guidance on pre-application consultation”, and that further consultation may be required in line with
paragraph 85, particularly if/when the draft Environmental Statement has been prepared. We also
appreciate that this consultation under S42 of the Planning Act 2008 also encompasses
consultation on the preliminary environmental information, and that some overlap exists between
these various requirements. Natural England welcomes both formal and informal pre application
consultation and refers you to our annex to the NID advice note 11.
We are pleased to have been consulted at this early stage so that our comments can be considered
in future iterations of the Environmental Information and through the Environmental Statement (ES)
We would stress that the comments below are not exhaustive and that Natural England may wish to
raise other issues as the process goes forward.
Our comments below specifically relate to the following documents;
Non-Technical Summary of the PEIR
Ecology – Annex D – Breeding and Wintering Bird Surveys
Ecology – Annex C – GCN Survey Results
Non-Technical Summary of the PEIR, Annex C and Annex D
Table 3.1 – Baseline Surveys Completed
1. It is noted that a desk study, wintering bird surveys and a noise assessment has not be
undertaken at the Runcorn Brine Outfall location. We acknowledge during operation, the
impacts from noise and hence disturbance to birds are unlikely to be generated and that
ambient noise is likely to remain at current levels. Given that there is will be noise generated
during the construction of the pipe bridge across the Weaver Navigation and its close
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proximity to the Mersey estuary Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI)/ Special Protection
Area (SPA)/ Ramsar, we would expect the ES (via updates to the Preliminary Environmental
Information Report) to contain sufficient information to allow the competent authority (in this
case the Planning Inspectorate) to undertake a Habitat Regulations Assessment.
2. Whilst it is acknowledge and accept that the Air Quality assessment has considered the
Main Assessment Area, consideration also need to be given to the any air quality issues
arising from dust during the construction of the brine pipe bridge. Given that the above
mentioned designated site (point 1) is within 200 m of the pipe bridge the PEIR and ES need
to consider what mitigation measure will be implemented (as required).
5.5.4 - Socio-economic characteristics
3. It is noted that 21.6 ha of Grade 3 and 4 Agricultural Land Classification (ALC) will be
permanently lost due to the development within the Main Assessment Area. Grade 3 ALC is
broken down into two further classifications (3a and 3b). Grade 3a is classed as Best and
Most Versatile (BMV) and hence it will be important to assess how much of this land is
considered Grade 3a. Please refer to our previous response dated 7 April 2014. It is
acknowledged however, under 5.7.4 that soils will be managed in line with the Defra
guidance and with a Soils Management Plan Plan. Natural England support this mitigation
measure.
5.6.7 - Air Quality
4. It is stated that the air quality modelling shows no significant effects on any ecological
receptors. This is further stated under 5.8.6. Given that there is limited information on what
the outputs are, Natural England is unable to comment on this element of the report. We
trust this information will be fully supplied in any further iteration of the PEIR (if applicable)
but definitely within the ES.
5.8 - Ecology- Main Assessment Area
Birds
5. It is acknowledged that breeding and wintering surveys have been undertaken for the main
assessment area and the results are presented in Annex D, but they are not referred to
however in the Ecology Section (Section 5.8). In addition to this, there does not appear to
be an interpretation of any desk study that considers how the main assessment area may be
of interest to birds. We note that Annex E details the results from Record, but this is just a
list of records found, yet no interpretation of what this means in respect of habitats present in
the main assessment area.
6. We further note that there is no methodology of how the wintering bird surveys were
undertaken. Annex D refers to 3 surveys that were undertaken between January and March
presumed to be via transect surveys, but no detail/ assessment has been provided on the
results e.g. how many personnel were involved, how long was spent surveying, were
standard survey protocols employed etc. We appreciate that this is a preliminary report and
that more information will be provided in further versions but we consider it important to
mention this now so that it can be addressed as soon as possible should it be realised that
further survey work will be required.
7. The proposed development falls into a SSSI Impact Risk Zones (IRZ - Information on Impact
Risk Zones) found at http://magic.defra.gov.uk/MagicMap.aspx for Sandbach Flashes,
located approximately 6 km to the south of the central point of the man assessment area.
The reason for this IRZ is related to the notified feature of wintering and migrant wildfowl and
waders, of which lapwing is one species. We know that lapwing can forage between 10 and
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15 km. We note that lapwing has been recorded in the main assessment area in March.
Given that the wintering survey season for wildfowl and waders is between October and
March (wintering season), September to Nov/ March to mid May (passage migrants), and up
to 71.6 ha will be impacted during the construction period, with 21.6 ha lost to the
development, Natural England is concerned that a full assessment of the site has not been
undertaken.
8. We advise that further survey work may well be necessary depending upon the further
information that should be provided to clarify points 5, 6 and 7 above. We would also advise
that further desk studies, e.g. data from local bird groups (e.g. Cheshire and Wirral
Ornithological Society CAWOS)) and/ or WeBs (if applicable) is obtained and used in the
further assessment. Natural England would be happy to discuss the above points with you
further.
Great-crested Newts
9. Natural England welcome the interim surveys results for Great-crested newt (GCN) as
presented in Annex C of this consultation. At this time there is little to comment on but it is
acknowledged that a draft licence application will be sent to Natural England to review
(anticipated date – end of October).
10. Natural England would need to see a full draft licence application that follows the guidance in
the NSIP and Licensing Guidance – link here. It is important that the draft licence
application is only sent to us following completion of full surveys, impacts have been
determined and a proposal is provided on how they can be avoided or minimised should
impacts not be avoided.
Badgers, Bats
11. It is acknowledged that the proposed development may impact on the above protected
species and these will be for discussion with Natural England. Natural England will review
these under the NSIP and licensing guidance (see link above).
Barn Owls
12. It is acknowledged that the proposed development may impact on a Schedule 1 Bird.
Natural England will provide advice on this species during the NSIP process as applicable.
Please review our Standing Advice for Breeding Birds. Further can be found within the
following link - Barns Owls and Rural Planning Applications.
7.1.2 - Potential Environmental Effects at the Runcorn Outfall
13. It is stated in the introduction section that there is a lack of noise sensitive receptors at the
Runcorn Outfall. This is also mentioned in Figure 3.3. Given that there will be noise impacts
as a result of the construction of the pipe bridge, and that the Mersey Estuary is within 200 m
of the proposed pipe bridge, Natural England do not agree that a noise assessment can be
scoped out. The Planning Inspectorate would need to have sufficient information on the
noise impacts on wintering birds as a result of this construction so that they can prepare a
robust HRA.
14. It further states “It is worth noting that the environmental effects of a brine discharge at this
location have already been addressed at the application stage of the existing discharge
consent issued by the Environment Agency (Permit Reference EPR/DP3424GK) and the
Environment Agency has confirmed that the assessment conducted for the discharge
consent application remains valid for this Project”. Given that this information has not been
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presented within the PEIR, we have discussed this with the Environment Agency and
confirm that we are happy with the assessment. However we would still expect this
information to be provided in any update PEIR and/or within the ES, so that the Planning
Inspectorate has sufficient information to complete the HRA.
7.5 Landscape and Visual Impact Assessment
15. Please see our comments provided in the scoping consultation dated 7 April 2014.
8 - Environmental Management
16. Natural England support and welcome the preparation of the Construction Environmental
Management Plan.
We would be happy to comment further should the need arise but if in the meantime you have any
queries please do not hesitate to contact us.
For any queries relating to the specific advice in this letter only please contact
on
. For any new consultations, or to provide further information on this consultation
please send your correspondences to
.
We really value your feedback to help us improve the service we offer. We have attached a
feedback form to the email and welcome any comments you might have about our service.
Yours sincerely
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Lewis Jones
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

17 October 2014 14:06
Info KGSP
Kueper Gas Storage Project – PEIR Comment

Dear Sirs,
Kueper Gas Storage Project – Preliminary Environmental Information Report Comment
Thank you for your recent correspondence relating to the Kueper Gas Storage Project. You sought Civil Aviation Authority (CAA) comment
associated with the Pre Environmental Information Report (PEIR). I trust the following, which fundamentally mirrors comment provide for the
Planning Inspectorate at the scoping stage, is both useful and meets your requirement.
Evidently the major part of the project involves development below the surface, ie underground, albeit with some supporting infrastructure above
ground level. Clearly, the underground development would not in itself impact upon aviation. In respect of the above ground development,
whilst I can find no specific reference within the SR, it is assumed that the maximum height of any permanent above ground structure associate
with the gas storage project would not be greater than 30m/100ft. On that basis, I can advise that:




Notwithstanding the future need for the relevant planning authority to consult in line with ODPM / Department for Transport Circular 1/2003 to
identify any aerodrome safeguarding issues, I think it unlikely that there are significant physical-safeguarding civil aerodrome issues.
Dependent upon any input from other aviation stakeholders, there is unlikely to be any need for aviation warning lighting. Certainly, in isolation,
the CAA would not make any case for such lighting.
There would be no aviation promulgation issue related to the height of structures.

However, the very nature of the proposed development suggests that there will be the potential for the high pressure venting and flaring of gases
(the associated Scoping Report used text ‘ Abnormal Operational and Emergency Releases’). If such release of gas had the potential to cause a
danger to overflying aircraft, the site operator/developer will need to undertake a related assessment which should include associated avoidance
criteria (ie vertical and lateral distances from the site that aircraft should avoid operating within). In such cases, civil aviation promulgation takes
the form of advice to pilots concerning the ‘recommended’ (as opposed to ‘mandated’) avoidance criteria. If the developer assesses that the
release of gas could cause a danger to overflying aircraft, it is strongly recommended that the developer open discussion concerning the size of
the advisory avoidance criteria with the CAA, Manchester Airport and Liverpool Airport at the earlier opportunity. As an aside, I understand that
the MoD treat gas venting site avoidance criteria as mandatory.
None of the above negates the need to seek the related viewpoints of the Ministry of Defence and local emergency service air support units (eg
police and ambulance related helicopter operators) or any consultation requirement in line with Governmental direction related to the
safeguarding of aerodromes and other technical sites.
I hope this information matches your requirements. Please do not hesitate to get in touch if you require any further comment or needs
clarification of any point.

**********************************************************************
Before Printing consider the environment.

This e-mail and any attachment(s) are for authorised use by the intended recipient(s) only. It may contain proprietary material, confidential information and/or be subject to legal privilege. If you are not an intended
recipient then please promptly delete this e-mail, as well as any associated attachment(s) and inform the sender. It should not be copied, disclosed to, retained or used by, any other party.
Thank you.

Please note that all e-mail messages sent to the Civil Aviation Authority are subject to monitoring / interception for lawful business
**********************************************************************
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Keuper Gas Storage Limited
Northwich Sites
Holford Brinefields
Lostock Gralam
Northwich
CW9 7TD

Our ref:
Your ref:

SO/2014/114261/01-L01
0225115

Date:

29 October 2014

Dear Sir
CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE OF AN UNDERGROUND GAS
STORAGE FACILITY WITH ABOVE GROUND PROCESSING PLANT
LAND IN THE SOUTHERN ARE OF THE HOLFORD BRINEFIELD AND
SURROUNDING AREA, NORTH OF MIDDLEWICH, CHESHIRE
Thank you for consulting the Environment Agency on the Preliminary Environmental
Information Report (PEIR) for the above development.
We would like to make the following comments:Flood Risk
The PEIR explains that a Flood Risk Assessment for the proposals is to be carried out
in accordance with the NPPF.
There are watercourses flowing through the site and one, Ship (Puddinglake) Brook is
designated "main river".
Should any of the proposals affect Ship (Puddinglake) Brook, then our prior written
consent will be required in accordance with the Water Resources Act 1991 and the
Land Drainage Byelaws.
Ecology
There is a general lack of information regarding Ship (Puddinglake) Brook, and how it
will be affected by the development and any appropriate mitigation/compensation.
In particular, the Phase 1 Habitat Survey does not include this watercourse and it is not
noted as a habitat type in section three. It is however mentioned in section 3.4.6, as a
potential commuting route for otters.
The development appears to be close to the watercourse however it is not clear in the
report. For example:
• Figure 8.2 shows pipes crossing the site and table 14.1 refers to site road
construction.
• Figure 5.5b shows the different phases of the construction and all of these
phases appear to show work crossing the watercourse, however the watercourse
is not marked on the map.
• Table 8.10 does make reference to the watercourse and acknowledges that there
will be habitat loss, however little detail is provided

Cont/d..

We are concerned that the watercourse maybe culverted at several locations, If
sections of watercourse are to be lost or damaged by the development then additional
mitigation and compensation will be required. For example, the applicant could
meander the brook or create ponds on site to compensate for the loss of riparian habitat
to the road crossings.
Water Framework Directive
The Water Framework Directive (2000/60/EC) applies to all surface waters and
Groundwaters. It requires member states to prevent deterioration of water bodies and to
improve or maintain them with the aim to meet ‘good status’ or ‘good ecological
potential’ in all water bodies by 2027. Therefore any development will need to comply
with this objective.
Section 7.3.38 refers to water quality but makes no reference to the requirements of the
WFD. The applicant will need to assess the impacts of the proposals on all relevant
ground and surface water bodies. As a minimum this must demonstrate that the
proposed scheme does not:
·
·

Cause deterioration in the status of any water body through deterioration in the
status of the Biological Quality Elements (BQEs) or
Compromise the ability of the water body to achieve its WFD status objectives
(through improvement works if necessary)

And should where possible
·

Indicate how the proposed scheme contributes to the delivery of WFD objectives

As part of the scheme design there may be an opportunity to improve the watercourse
and remove redundant modification from the watercourses, i.e. remove any existing
redundant retaining walls.
Lesser silver water beetle
Lesser silver water beetle (Hydrochara caraboides) has been recorded on site as part of
the Great Crested Newt Survey. This species is protected under Schedule 5 of the
Wildlife & Countryside Act (1981). This protects both the beetles (eggs, larvae and
adults) and their habitat. Lesser silver water beetles are also a Biodiversity 2020 priority
species.
Unfortunately the PEIR and the Annexes do not provide much information on the survey
method used, when the survey was undertaken and details of the results.
The report indicates that the proposal will not affect ponds and so will not affect the
lesser silver water beetle (table 8.10, page 8-46). Given the rarity of lesser silver water
beetle in Britain and its vulnerability to the continuing loss and inappropriate
management of its wetland habitats there is an ideal opportunity on this site to create a
network of suitable ponds with a long term strategy for maintaining this site suitable for
this rare species.
Pollution Control
Any facilities for the storage of oils, fuels or chemicals shall be provided with secondary
containment that is impermeable to both the oils, fuels or chemicals and water, for
example a bund, details of which shall be submitted to the local planning authority for
approval. The minimum volume of the secondary containment should be at least
Cont/d..
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equivalent to the capacity of the tank plus 10%. If there is more than one tank in
the secondary containment the capacity of the containment should be at least the
capacity of the largest tank plus 10% or 25% of the total tank capacity, whichever is
greatest. Al fill points, vents, gauges and sight gauge must be located within the
secondary containment. The secondary containment shall have no opening used to
drain the system. Associated above ground pipework should be protected from
accidental damage. Below ground pipework should have no mechanical joints, except at
inspection hatches and either leak detection equipment installed or regular leak checks.
All fill points and tank vent pipe outlets should be detailed to discharge downwards into
the bund.
More information on the minimum legal requirements is available in ‘Above ground oil
storage: PPG 2’ on our website at
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/choosing-and-using-oil-storage-tanksppg2-prevent-pollution
COMAH Regulations
It is noted from the project proposal that the indicative inventory of natural gas for
underground gas storage is such that the operation would fall within the current scope
of the COMAH Regulations as a ‘top-tier’ establishment.
Operators who come within scope of the Regulations, prior to the start of construction of
the COMAH establishment, must submit a notification (prescribed information) to the
Competent Authority. Further information on these requirements and additional duties
placed on the operator can be found at
http://www.hse.gov.uk/Comah/notification/index.htm#requirements.
Environmental Permitting Regulations
The Operator may wish to discuss the details of the proposed scheme with us with
regard to whether a Permit is required under the Environmental Permitting Regulations
2010 as amended.
Please do not hesitate to contact me should you have any questions or queries in
relation to the above.

Yours faithfully

End
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National Grid house
Warwick Technology Park
Gallows Hill, Warwick
CV34 6DA

Keuper Gas Storage Project
c/o PPS Group
Hanover House
30-32 Charlotte Street
Manchester
M1 4FD

Land and Development Group

www.nationalgrid.com
SUBMITTED VIA EMAIL TO: info@kgsp.co.uk
29 October 2014

Dear Sir/Madam,
STATUTORY CONSULTATION – KEUPER GAS STORAGE PROJECT
This is a joint response by National Grid Electricity Transmission plc (NGET) and National Grid Gas plc
(NGG)
th

I refer to your letter dated 30 September regarding the above proposed application. Having
reviewed the consultation documents, I would like to make the following comments:
National Grid infrastructure within or in close proximity to the proposed Order limits
National Grid Electricity Transmission (NGET)
NGET has two high voltage electricity overhead transmission lines which lie within the proposed
order limits. These lines form an essential part of the electricity transmission network in England
and Wales and details are as follows:



4ZF 275kV Overhead line – Fiddlers Ferry to Frodsham
ZO 400kV Overhead line – Daines to Deeside

In addition, NGET has an underground cable located within the order limits:


25kV Underground electricity cable – Frodsham to Weaver Junction

The following points should be taken into consideration:


National Grid’s overhead lines and underground cables are protected by a Deed of
Easement or Wayleave Agreement which provides full right of access to retain, maintain,
repair and inspect our asset



Statutory electrical safety clearances must be maintained at all times. Any proposed
buildings must not be closer than 5.3m to the lowest conductor. National Grid recommends
that no permanent structures are built directly beneath overhead lines. These distances are

National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977

National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Gas plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2006000

National Grid house
Warwick Technology Park
Gallows Hill, Warwick
CV34 6DA

set out in EN 43 – 8 Technical Specification for “overhead line clearances Issue 3 (2004)
available at:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/LandandDevelopment/DDC/devnearohl_final/appendixIII/ap
pIII-part2


If any changes in ground levels are proposed either beneath or in close proximity to our
existing overhead lines then this would serve to reduce the safety clearances for such
overhead lines. Safe clearances for existing overhead lines must be maintained in all
circumstances.



The relevant guidance in relation to working safely near to existing overhead lines is
contained within the Health and Safety Executive’s (www.hse.gov.uk) Guidance Note GS
6 “Avoidance of Danger from Overhead Electric Lines” and all relevant site staff should
make sure that they are both aware of and understand this guidance.



Plant, machinery, equipment, buildings or scaffolding should not encroach within 5.3
metres of any of our high voltage conductors when those conductors are under their worse
conditions of maximum “sag” and “swing” and overhead line profile (maximum “sag” and
“swing”) drawings should be obtained using the contact details above.



If a landscaping scheme is proposed as part of the proposal, we request that only slow and
low growing species of trees and shrubs are planted beneath and adjacent to the existing
overhead line to reduce the risk of growth to a height which compromises statutory safety
clearances.



Drilling or excavation works should not be undertaken if they have the potential to disturb
or adversely affect the foundations or “pillars of support” of any existing tower. These
foundations always extend beyond the base area of the existing tower and foundation
(“pillar of support”) drawings can be obtained using the contact details above

National Grid Gas Transmission
National Grid Gas Plc has a high pressure gas transmission pipeline located within or in close
proximity to the proposed order limits. The high pressure gas transmission pipelines located within
this area are:



FM 21 - Warburton to Audley
FM 04 - Audley to Warburton (close proximity)

National Grid Gas Distribution
National Grid Gas Plc also has a number of gas distribution pipelines located within or in close
proximity to the proposed order limits:


High or Intermediate pressure (above 2 bar) Gas Pipelines and associated equipment



Low or Medium pressure (below 2 bar) gas pipes and associated equipment. (As a result it
is highly likely that there are gas services and associated apparatus in the vicinity)

Plans showing the location of these assets are enclosed.
National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977

National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Gas plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2006000

National Grid house
Warwick Technology Park
Gallows Hill, Warwick
CV34 6DA

Specific Comments – Gas Infrastructure
The following points should be taken into consideration:


National Grid has a Deed of Grant of Easement for each pipeline, which prevents the
erection of permanent / temporary buildings, or structures, change to existing ground
levels, storage of materials etc.

Pipeline Crossings:


Where existing roads cannot be used, construction traffic should ONLY cross the pipeline
at previously agreed locations.



The pipeline shall be protected, at the crossing points, by temporary rafts constructed at
ground level. The third party shall review ground conditions, vehicle types and crossing
frequencies to determine the type and construction of the raft required.



The type of raft shall be agreed with National Grid prior to installation.



No protective measures including the installation of concrete slab protection shall be
installed over or near to the National Grid pipeline without the prior permission of National
Grid.



National Grid will need to agree the material, the dimensions and method of installation of
the proposed protective measure.



The method of installation shall be confirmed through the submission of a formal written
method statement from the contractor to National Grid.



Please be aware that written permission is required before any works commence within the
National Grid easement strip.



A National Grid representative shall monitor any works within close proximity to the
pipeline to comply with National Grid specification T/SP/SSW22.



A Deed of Consent is required for any crossing of the easement

General Notes on Pipeline Safety:


You should be aware of the Health and Safety Executives guidance document HS(G) 47
"Avoiding Danger from Underground Services", and National Grid’s specification for Safe
Working in the Vicinity of National Grid High Pressure gas pipelines and associated
installations - requirements for third parties T/SP/SSW22.



National Grid will also need to ensure that our pipelines access is maintained during and
after construction.
Our pipelines are normally buried to a depth cover of 1.1 metres however; actual depth and
position must be confirmed on site by trial hole investigation under the supervision of a



National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977

National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Gas plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2006000

National Grid house
Warwick Technology Park
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National Grid representative. Ground cover above our pipelines should not be reduced or
increased.


If any excavations are planned within 3 metres of National Grid High Pressure Pipeline or,
within 10 metres of an AGI (Above Ground Installation), or if any embankment or dredging
works are proposed then the actual position and depth of the pipeline must be established
on site in the presence of a National Grid representative. A safe working method agreed
prior to any work taking place in order to minimise the risk of damage and ensure the final
depth of cover does not affect the integrity of the pipeline.



Excavation works may take place unsupervised no closer than 3 metres from the pipeline
once the actual depth and position has been has been confirmed on site under the
supervision of a National Grid representative. Similarly, excavation with hand held power
tools is not permitted within 1.5 metres from our apparatus and the work is undertaken with
NG supervision and guidance.

To view the SSW22 Document, please use the link below:
http://www2.nationalgrid.com/uk/Safety/library/
To download a copy of the HSE Guidance HS(G)47, please use the following link:
http://www.hse.gov.uk/pubns/books/hsg47.htm
Further information in relation to National Grid’s gas transmission pipelines can be accessed via
the following internet link:
http://www.nationalgrid.com/uk/LandandDevelopment/DDC/gastransmission/gaspipes/
Further Advice
We would request that the potential impact of the proposed scheme on National Grid’s
existing assets as set out above is considered in any subsequent reports, including in the
Environmental Statement, and as part of any subsequent application.
Where the promoter intends to acquire land, extinguish rights, or interfere with any of
National Grid apparatus protective provisions will be required in a form acceptable to it to
be included within the DCO.
Where any diversion of apparatus may be required to facilitate a scheme, National Grid is
unable to give any certainty with the regard to diversions until such time as adequate
feasibility and conceptual design studies have been undertaken by National Grid. Further
information relating to this can be obtained by contacting the email address below.
National Grid requests to be consulted at the earliest stages to ensure that the most
appropriate protective provisions are included within the DCO application to safeguard the
integrity of our apparatus and to remove the requirement for objection. All consultations
should be sent to the following: DCOConsultations@nationalgrid.com as well as by post to
the following address:
The Company Secretary
National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
Registered Office: 1-3 Strand, London WC2N 5EH
Registered in England and Wales, No 2366977

National Grid is a trading name for:
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1-3 The Strand
London
WC2N 5EH
In order to respond at the earliest opportunity National Grid will require the following:
 Draft DCO including the Book of Reference and relevant Land Plans
 Shape Files or CAD Files for the order limits
I hope the above information is useful. If you require any further information please do not hesitate
to contact me.
The information in this letter is provided not withstanding any discussions taking place in relation to
connections with electricity or gas customer services.
Yours sincerely

National Grid is a trading name for:
National Grid Electricity Transmission plc
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Feeder Main 21 - Warburton to Audley

Feeder Main 21 – Warburton to Audley

Overhead Line – ZO 400kV Daines to Deeside

Underground Cable – Frodsham to Weaver Junc (green line)
Overhead Line – 4ZF 275kV Fiddlers Ferry to Frodsham (red line)

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

09 October 2014 08:13
Info KGSP
CWC - Keuper Gas Storage Project consultation

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Completed

Keuper Gas Storage Project
INEOS Enterprises

Network Rail’s Asset Protection Team has reviewed the document concerning the proposal and have identified the following considerations:
1. The Sandbach to Northwich line via Middlewich and or Altrincham to Chester lines may need to be closed if there is a gas leak/risk of explosion.
2. A number of existing pipelines have been identified that will be used to transfer brine and fresh water. These pipelines cross the railway in several locations. The
developer would need to comply with the terms of the wayleaves, which may include entering into a BAPA agreement if for an example an upgrade of a pipeline is
required.
3. A risk identified in the document is subsidence caused following removal of brine, which is then replaced with fresh water further leading to further salt rock being
removed due to being dissolved in the fresh water. The railways in question are perhaps not close enough to be at particular risk.
Regards

www.networkrail.co.uk/property

********************************************************************************************************************************
********************************
The content of this email (and any attachment) is confidential. It may also be legally privileged or otherwise protected from disclosure.
This email should not be used by anyone who is not an original intended recipient, nor may it be copied or disclosed to anyone who is not an original intended
recipient.
If you have received this email by mistake please notify us by emailing the sender, and then delete the email and any copies from your system.
Liability cannot be accepted for statements made which are clearly the sender's own and not made on behalf of Network Rail.
Network Rail Infrastructure Limited registered in England and Wales No. 2904587, registered office Kings Place, 90 York Way London N1 9AG
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From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

16 October 2014 11:48
Info KGSP
Keuper Project - Preliminary response to S 42 consultation

Thank you for consultation regarding the above project, which has come to me to respond on behalf of SP Energy Networks, which manages the electricity distribution
assets on behalf of SP Manweb, the Distribution Network Operator for the area within which your proposals relate. I am aware that you have had discussions with SPs Mark
Lyon regarding a 60MW connection for this project and have copied him in.
I have noted that reference is made in fig 5.3 to the need to construct a new substation, a new pylon on the existing 132kV tower line and approximately 1km of new 33kV
overhead line, and that these works will be the responsibility of SP Energy Networks. Para 5.5.9 says:
5.5.9 The proposed Solution Mining Compound will be connected to an existing
Scottish Power Energy Networks (SPEN) overhead 33kV power cable.
Scottish Power will make the connection and provide additional poles and
overhead cable to route the power supply to a new electrical compound
adjacent to the main Solution Mining Compound. The proposed new electrical
compound (approximately 8MVA) will include transformers, power factor
correction equipment and switch gear to allow the distribution of power at the
appropriate voltage to the main equipment items within the Solution Mining
Compound and to provide a power supply to each of the nineteen proposed
wellheads.
No further reference is made to the proposed design of these works in your PEIR assessment, although as they are referred to in the PEIR I assume you are including them
in your DCO consent application, and you will be responsible for passing design related information on these aspects of your scheme to PINS. However, Fig 5.4 on
programme excludes these works, so I’m not so sure if they’re in or out. In any case, ypu might still need to present design details for your DCO, and if you do, we’d like to
see them as well.
I understand you have scoped out diversions which is an approach I agree with.
As things stand, i would be minded in my statutory consultee response to say:
1. There’s no formal agreement in place between SP and Keuper regarding the grid works referred to
2. SP has not seen any proposed designs of the works referred to
3. SP is not intending to secure consents for these works
4. It is for PINs to decide how they want to deal with grid issues
Can discuss further,
===============================================================
Please consider the environment before printing this email.
If you have received this message in error, please notify the sender and immediately delete this message and any attachment
hereto and/or copy hereof, as such message contains confidential information intended solely for the individual or entity to
whom it is addressed. The use or disclosure of such information to third parties is prohibited by law and may give rise to
civil or criminal liability.
The views presented in this message are solely those of the author(s) and do not necessarily represent the opinion of Iberdrola,
S.A. or any company of its group. Neither Iberdrola, S.A. nor any company of its group guarantees the integrity, security or
proper receipt of this message. Likewise, neither Iberdrola, S.A. nor any company of its group accepts any liability whatsoever
for any possible damages arising from, or in connection with, data interception, software viruses or manipulation by third
parties.
===============================================================
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CHESHIRE BRINE SUBSIDENCE COMPENSATION BOARD
SIR HENRY DOULTON HOUSE, FORGE LANE, ETRURIA, STOKE-ON-TRENT, ST1 5BD

Our ref:
Your ref:

NL08122/7944

Date: 17 December 2014

Project Manager
Keuper Gas Storage Limited
Northwich Sites
Holford Brine Fields
Lostock Gralam
Northwich
CW9 7TD
Dear Sir
Construction of underground natural gas storage cavities by solution mining and
associated infrastructure
Thank you for notifying the Board with regard to your proposals for the Keuper Gas Storage
Project. We have examined the project information supplied and can confirm that the Board
offers no objection to the proposals. However, we also confirm that based upon the
description of the proposals provided, the formation of the underground natural storage
cavities by controlled pumping constitutes pumping of brine within the Compensation District
which requires registration with the Board as a brine pumper, and also attracts the
requirement to pay the levy, as set by the Board, in accordance with the provisions of
Sections 41-45 of the Cheshire Brine Pumping (Compensation for Subsidence) Act, 1952.
Should you require any further information regarding any of these matters, please do not
hesitate to make contact.

Yours faithfully

on behalf of the
Cheshire Brine Subsidence Compensation Board

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

16 October 2014 15:18
Info KGSP
New submission from Enquiry Form

Name

Address

Email

Phone

Enquiry
The company I represnt has no objection of this project going ahead. This will be most beneficial to the country and the people in the surrounding area.
Would you like to be kept up dated by KGSP?
Yes
How would you like to be kept updated?



Email
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BY E-MAIL & POST
Our Ref 56222784.1\bg04\656959.07000

Freepost
RSKS-SBBEZ
Keuper Gas Storage Project
c/o PPS Group
Hanover House
Charlotte Street
Manchester
M1 4FD
Email: info@kgsp.co.uk

31 October 2014

Dear Sirs
THE KEUPER GAS STORAGE PROJECT (PROJECT)
STATUTORY CONSULTATION IN RELATION TO THE PRELIMINARY ENVIRONMENTAL
INFORMATION REPORT (PEIR)
We act of behalf of
(Property). Our Client's Property lies within the red line boundary of the
Project and, as such, they are a consultee under Section 42 of the Planning Act 2008.
We have set out in this letter our Client's consultation response to the PEIR prepared in
connection with the Project. This has been drafted based on the following understanding of the
purpose of a PEIR in the DCO process and what it should achieve.
Regulation 2(1) of the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulations
2009 (as amended) defines Preliminary Environmental Information as:
‘information referred to in Part 1 of Schedule 4 (information for inclusion in
environmental statements) which:(a) Has been compiled by the applicant’ and
(b) Is reasonably required to assess the environmental effects of the development (and
any associated development”
1

This is reflected in DCLG guidance which advises applicants to provide:
“sufficient preliminary environmental information to enable consultees to develop an
informed view of the project”.
1

DCLG Guidance – Planning Act 2008: Guidance on the Pre-Application Process (January 2013), Paragraph 73
Pinsent Masons LLP
3 Hardman Street Manchester M3 3AU United Kingdom
T +44 (0)161 234 8234 F +44 (0)161 234 8235 DX 14490 Manchester 2
Pinsent Masons LLP, a limited liability partnership registered in England & Wales (registered number: OC333653) authorised and regulated by the Solicitors
Regulation Authority and the appropriate regulatory body in the other jurisdictions in which it operates. The word 'partner', used in relation to the LLP,
refers to a member of the LLP or an employee or consultant of the LLP or any affiliated firm of equivalent standing.
A list of the members of the LLP, and of those non-members who are designated as partners, is displayed at the LLP's registered office:
30 Crown Place, London EC2A 4ES, United Kingdom.
For a full list of our locations around the globe please visit our website: www.pinsentmasons.com

The guidance goes on to refer to the key issue being that "the information presented must
provide clarity to all consultees".

The PEIR refers to three Assessment Areas as follows:
1.

The Main Assessment Area (situated within the Holford Brinefield);

2.

Whitley Pumping station; and

3.

Runcorn Brine Outfall.

Our Client's Property is situated within the Main Assessment Area. We enclose a copy of the
plan from page 8 of the KGSP Proposal Summary Document showing the location of our
Client's Property edged and shaded green. Please note that we have used this plan as
opposed to the plans uploaded to your website as they do not have a key. Similarly, none of the
plans contained within the PEIR show the various types of infrastructure on one plan.
We note that the enclosed plan does not cover the entirety of the Main Assessment Area and it
would therefore be helpful to see a single plan for that area with all proposed infrastructure with
reference to a key (including with specific reference to the type of pipeline that is proposed).
As illustrated on the attached plan, the development proposals for the Project include the
installation of the following infrastructure at our Client's Property:

We understand that a final decision has not yet been reached regarding the exact location of the
above infrastructure and you have been in discussions with our Client regarding the possible
rerouting of the access road. Phasing of the project has also not yet been decided and our
Client has been informed that, although the wellheads proposed on their land are unlikely to be
constructed until 4 years into the Project, the Access Road may be constructed during an earlier
phase.
As such, it is difficult for our Client to firmly grasp the potential environmental impacts that they,
their Property and the operations from the Property (including the livestock) may suffer as a
result of the works associated with the Project. It is therefore difficult to fully comment on the
PEIR at this stage.
However, based on the assumption that the Project will proceed as set out in the enclosed plan,
we would make the following comments in relation to the PEIR:
8.

NOISE/VIBRATION AND LIGHT POLLUTION AND IMPACTS ON FARMING

8.1

Figure 1.4 of the PEIR NTS states "as far as possible, wellhead locations have been
selected to minimise environmental effects and impact on farming". No further
information is provided as to how this has been carried out in practice and little/no
reference is made throughout the PEIR to the potential environmental impacts of the
Project on farming practice.

56222784.1\bg04
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8.2

Paragraph 5.5.14 of the PEIR states that "pipeline construction (…) will be through the
summer months". This is the time of year when livestock would ordinarily be turned
out to graze on the land. As such, the potential environmental impacts on the
livestock would be greater during these months.

8.3

Throughout the PEIR, no consideration appears to have been given to the effects of
noise/vibrations on the livestock that are currently situated in the fields and nearby
farm buildings within the Main Assessment Area. Separation distances referred to in
the PEIR relate to distances from human habitat (eg farmhouses) and/or other
specified objects such as ecological receptors and cultural heritage buildings.

8.4

With specific reference to our Client's farm, the positioning of the Access Road directly
across their land means that access to large parts of the farm will be limited during
construction. This in turn means that our Client will need to house their livestock
during the summer months as opposed to turning them out to graze. This will have
potentially serious impacts upon both the health and productivity of the livestock which
do not appear to have been considered within the PEIR. The Access Road will also
affect our Client's ability to collect forage from the land which is used to feed the
livestock which again could have potential impacts on the animals.

8.5

Our Client's ability to farm the land will also be affected during the construction phase
which will lead to potential impacts on soil/land quality. It is acknowledged that
Section 7 of the PEIR considers the environmental impacts of the project on those
areas of land directly affected (eg where wellheads are positioned). However, no
consideration appears to have been given to the potential for wider impacts on the
land arising from issues such as access.

8.6

Paragraph 5.5.15 of the PEIR states that pipeline construction will take place during
the daytime and that "Day time noise will be generated by the excavation machinery
which is similar to typical agricultural machinery and therefore in keeping with existing
activities of the area". No explanation has been given as to how this conclusion has
been reached and whether it is based upon formal noise assessments. The works
associated with the Project (eg drilling, digging and laying of roads and pipes) are far
more intensive than the typical agricultural use carried out by our Client. This is
confirmed by the fact that our Client is able to hear drilling noise from existing wells
situated at approximately 600-800 metres distance from their Property. Whilst noise
from agricultural machinery may also be heard from such distance, this is used far
less intensively for limited/short periods of time during the year and is therefore not
comparable to the daily construction activity proposed to install the wellheads on their
Property at a distance of approximately 300m from their farmhouse.

8.7

The existing wellheads are also brightly lit during the night and can be seen clearly
from our Client's Property. Once again, the effect of such light pollution will be far
more intense from the wellheads that are proposed on our Client's Property.
Paragraph 14.1.7 states that task lighting will be required during construction:
"for drilling activities at each wellhead (any time of the year, 24 hour
continuous works)"
The paragraph goes on to state that such lighting will be positioned and angled to
shine away from neighbouring properties. However no further consideration appears
to have been given to the potential effects on occupants of those properties or on
livestock in the area.

8.8

Paragraph 5.5.31 states that "solution mining operations will be continuous, 24 hours
per day activity over a two to three year period for a individual cavity". Paragraph
5.5.32 goes on to provide that "during the solution mining operations there will be very
little above ground activity". This description is vague and provides no insight into
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what above ground activity there might be. It is assumed that there will be some form
of maintenance programme for the wells which will require them to be accessed
periodically throughout solution mining operations. Further detail is therefore required
here to enable our Client to consider the potential environmental impacts on both
themselves and their farm.
9.

TRAFFIC IMPACTS

9.1

Section 12 of the PEIR deals with potential impacts of the Project on the local
highways network. However, the PEIR does not appear to address the potential
environmental impacts of traffic using the Access Roads. The construction of the
Access Roads is considered at paragraphs 5.5.28 to 5.5.30 and at Figure 5.10 which
states that "The site road network has been laid out to give a general loop, circular
part, to allow the use of single track as much as possible and minimise the need for
construction vehicles to reverse on site". Consideration does therefore appear to have
been given to the potential environmental impact of the use of the site Access Roads.
However, no detail is provided in the PEIR, for example in relation to the expected
intensity of use, how this will change during construction/non-construction periods and
the types of vehicles expected to use these roads. All of this information is required to
enable our Client to consider the potential environmental impact of Access Road use
on both themselves and their farm.

9.2

Reference is also made at paragraph 12.1.15 to a Transport Assessment having been
undertaken, however this document does not appear to form part of the document
library on your website.

10.

SOCIO-ECOLOGICAL IMPACTS

10.1

Section 13 of the PEIR contains an assessment of the likely significant effects on
socio-economic characteristics arising out of the Project. Paragraph 13.1.2 makes
specific reference to the "permanent loss of approximately 21.6 ha of land from
agricultural production and a further 73.7 ha temporarily during construction".

10.2

The extract from the Scoping Opinion contained at Table 13.1 specifically refers to the
need to consider the "Nature and duration of impacts on agricultural practices,
particularly during the construction period, considering land within the KGSP site and
the surrounding areas". The response provided is as follows:
"the potential socio-economic effect of the property on agricultural practices
is determined (please see land Use and Business Operators in Section
13.4).

10.3

The relevant paragraphs in 13.4 are 13.4.11 and 13.4.16. There paragraphs provide
as follows:
13.4.11 in addition to the permanent land take discussed at 13.4.16 below,
there will be some temporary landtake during the construction
phase (approximately 74 ha) which could result in a small
temporary direct impact on agricultural business within the
Local Area of influence. There are no other business operators
within the footprint of the Project. Yatehouse Farm could be
subject to a small temporary direct effect due to noise disturbance
during periods of construction in the vicinity."
13.4.16 Given the small footprint of the surface infrastructure associated
with the Project there will be a small amount of permanent landtake
from agricultural lands (approximately 21.6 ha from lands graded
as 3). Where necessary, land acquisition will be arranged through
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commercial agreements with affected landowners. It is expected
that the impact of this landtake on agricultural businesses will
be negligible.
10.4

The assertions highlighted in bold above are inaccurate. As previously demonstrated,
the potential impacts upon our Client's business are severe and it is likely that other
agricultural businesses will be similarly affected.

10.5

The failure to consider wider implications on crops and livestock is discussed in more
detail at paragraph 8 above, but is also relevant here as any such effects will have a
wider impact upon agricultural business in the area.

10.6

Throughout this section reference is made to the cumulative impacts of the Project
together with the Stublach Gas Storage Project. However, the Report appears to
ignore any potentially damaging cumulative impacts on agricultural business and
instead provides that "small positive impacts in terms of employment generation "may
be experienced" with no regard to the potential impacts on employment that may
occur should impacted farms be forced to decrease/cease production as a result of
the environmental impacts of the Project.

11.

WORKS OMITTED

11.1

Paragraph 5.6 refers to a "number of commissioning activities" being required to
ensure cavity integrity and suitability for gas storage. Again, no indication is given of
the length of time that these activities are likely to take or what the potential
environmental impact of these activities might be.

11.2

Furthermore, we understand from our Client's discussions with you that landscaping
works and level points are also required as part of the Project. No reference is made
to these works and the potential environmental impacts arising from them in the PEIR.

As stated above, this letter contains our comments on the PEIR based on the development
proposals as they currently stand and as indicated on the enclosed Plan. Should these change,
as we understand may happen, the potential environmental impacts upon our Client may also
change. We therefore reserve the right to make further comment on the PEIR and other
environmental documentation should any such changes to the Project occur.
Please kindly acknowledge receipt of this letter by return.
Yours faithfully

Pinsent Masons LLP
This letter is sent electronically and so is unsigned
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

05 December 2014 11:29
Info KGSP

Northwich Town Council

Good Morning,
My name is
Enterprises and Storengy.

and

and I have just replaced

as the NTC Representative for Ineos

The clerk for NTC should have contacted you to make you aware of this change.
I am contacting you to request a hardcopy of the full PEIR and hardcopies of all other relevant documents this is for two reasons, firstly so as I am up to speed
on the background of the project and secondly because I am very thorough in what I do.
In anticipation of your kind help in this matter I would like to say thankyou.
Could you please post to my home address which is as follows

Kind Regards

1

Sent:
To:
Subject:

06 November 2014 08:40
Info KGSP
Stakeholder meeting on 18th November

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Follow up
Flagged

Dear Sir/Madam,
Thank you for the invitation to the stakeholder workshop on 18th November at Lostock Gralam. Unfortunately Peel Ports (Manchester Ship Canal) are unable to attend on
that date.
Is it possible to be sent the information/summary of the discussion so we are kept fully abreast of development as a statutory consultee?
Kind Regards

This email and any of its attachments are intended solely for the use of the individual to whom it is addressed and may be privileged and/or confidential. Any
views, opinions or other information expressed are solely those of the author and/or sender and do not necessarily represent, nor are they endorsed by Peel
Ports Group Limited and/or its associated companies.
If you are not the intended recipient please notify the sender and/or author immediately and do not copy, distribute or take action based on this email. As an
accidental recipient please erase this email from all your computer records in order to protect and preserve the confidentiality of its content.
Whilst every attempt has been made to ensure that this email and any of its attachments are virus-free, you should run the necessary checks for the presence of
any viruses. Peel Ports Group Limited accepts no liability for any damage caused by any viruses transmitted by this email and/or its attachments.
Any communications using this email system may be monitored and recorded in accordance with applicable law and regulations and in order to ensure its
effective operation.
Peel Ports Group Limited
Private limited company registered in England and Wales
Company number 05965116
Registered Office: - Maritime Centre, Port of Liverpool, L21 1LA

