
 

 

 
 

 
 
 
14 February 2020 
 
 
Mr Andrew Murdoch 
Bradwell Power Generation Company 
Limited 
Rex House (5th Floor) 
4-12 Lower Regent Street 
London 
SW1Y 4PE 
 
 

 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Enquiries to: Mr Paul Dodson / Mr Dominic Collins 
Email: Paul.dodson@maldon.gov.uk  
Dominic.collins@essex.gov.uk  

 

Dear Mr Murdoch 
 
Bradwell B: Joint Response on the Draft Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC)  

Thank you for inviting our input into the Draft Statement of Community Consultation (SoCC) which was 

received by both Councils on the 17 January 2020. In accordance with the statutory requirement to respond 

within 28 days to that request, this letter constitutes the formal response of both Maldon District Council 

and Essex County Council. 

Our responses were as agreed by Maldon District Council’s meeting of Council on Thursday 13 February 

2020 and Essex County Council’s Cabinet Member for Economic Development. 

Members of Maldon District have additionally asked that if a Parish Council requests a briefing from BrB 

that this should be accommodated.  

The following are the comments on the submitted draft SoCC in relation how the applicant will consult 
people living in the vicinity of the proposed development (S47(1) of the Planning Act 2008) and how the 
applicant intends to publicise and consult on the preliminary environmental information (regulation 12 of the 
Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) Regulation 2017).  
 
The main theme is that whilst the draft SoCC provides a general indication of what might prove to be a 
robust consultation there is a lack of detail in the draft SoCC to provide confidence that adequate 
community and technical consultation will be delivered, and that constructive and timely feedback will be 
provided to consultees. 
 
The detailed comments in relation to Section 47 of the Planning Act 2008 are as follows: 
 

i) It would be reasonable to expect the draft SoCC to include an indication of the timescales 
within which the proposed stages of consultation are proposed. This would enable 
consultees and other interested groups to prepare more effectively for engagement with the 
proposals. The provision of ten day’s advance notice is not considered notice and BRB are 
asked to include within the SoCC a detailed timeline for the proposed Stage One and Stage 
Two Consultations for the project. With regard to Stage 1 this should include the start date, 
end date of the consultation and details of schedule for main consultation meetings.  The 
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timescale and schedule should also include how and when BRB will respond to the 
consultation feedback for each stage of consultation to enable the process to be open, 
transparent and understandable to consultees. 
 

ii) In order to provide confidence that the proposed consultation will have an appropriate 
geographical distribution it is requested that the SoCC provides details on the proposed 
locations, numbers and times for consultation events.  

 

iii) The inclusion of the Inner Consultation Area within the Outer Consultation Area is 
considered confusing and inconsistent with the stated differences between the Consultation 
Areas. Please review to ensure the different approach proposed between the two 
consultation areas is made clear within the SoCC. 

 

iv) In order to provide confidence that the proposed consultation will be effective please provide 
within the SoCC details of the number of consultation events that are proposed. The 
absence of any details within the draft SoCC is a concern as it provides no minimum number 
to ensure effective consultation. 

 

v) Without any details of the number, timing or location of any consultation events it is not 
possible to ascertain whether the proposed ten weeks for the Stage 1 Consultation event will 
be adequate. It is requested that the consultation period for Stage 1 Consultation is 
extended to 12 weeks to provide greater comfort that adequate time is allowed for 
community consultation and for host authority consideration of the proposals. By comparison 
12 weeks is allowed for a Local Planning Authority to consider a major planning application. 

 

vi) Please provide a minimum period of 16 weeks for the Stage 2 Consultation as it will include 
a large amount of detailed and complex information that will need to be considered by 
technical specialists, consultees and interested parties before consideration by the host 
authorities. It is not adequate to say in the SoCC that the consultation period ‘will be 
discussed with MDC and ECC in advance’ as this is too open and imprecise and provides 
little reassurance that an adequate period will be provided.   

 

vii) Whilst the draft SoCC talks about the segmented approach to the groups and how the 
consultation will be advertised, there is a lack of detail as to the variety of methods/tools that 
will be used to consult.  Please provide detail within the SoCC. 

 

viii) There is a lack of detail on how the consultation will reach the ‘hard to reach’ groups. It is not 
adequate to say that BRB ‘will work with MDC and ECC to identify specific ways to target 
hard to reach groups.’ Please ensure that the SoCC include specific measures to ensure 
effective consultation with specific hard to reach groups. 

 

ix) In order to support equality of access it is requested that the SoCC reference the Summary 
Consultation Document being also available in alternative formats, for example Braille and 
translated into other languages if requested.    

 

x) Whilst no details of the exhibition venues are included in the draft SoCC it is requested that 
the SoCC makes it clear that any proposed venue is fully accessible and that the appropriate 
connectivity is in place to ensure that the consultation is open to all. In addition, and due to 
their being a high level of out commuting in the District, opening times should include 
evenings to ensure accessibility to all. 

 



 

 

xi) The draft SoCC should explicitly recognise current and potential NSIP projects within Essex 
and beyond, such as but not limited to the Lower Thames Crossing and works to Junction 28 
of the M25, which are under consultation at this time. The related proposals for enhanced 
connections from the power station to the national grid, which will come forward as a 
separate but connected NSIP proposal to facilitate the delivery of the station, should also be 
progressed to facilitate co-ordinated consultation. The current section of the draft SoCC on 
Related Consultations (page 6) does not adequately reflect the opportunities for coordinated 
consultations across NSIPs and should be amended accordingly. 

 
The following ‘housekeeping’ comments are also made: 

xii) Please consider providing numbering to the document as it is easier to reference. This 
applies to all submitted document going forward and would aid navigation of all documents 
and will be required with any Environmental Impact Assessment going forward to 
Examination. 
 

xiii) Page 4. The first bullet point appears to be two points that would benefit from separation. 
 

xiv) Page 4, third paragraph. Please clarify what is meant by the phrase ‘largely settled’. The 
current wording raises the question ‘settled by whom?’ Please clarify within the SoCC when 
views would not be sought on an aspect of the proposals? 
 

xv) Page 5, first sentence. The site where the new power station is proposed includes land to 
both the south and east of the existing Bradwell A site. Please correct the description of 
location within the SoCC or include within the document a location plan for the proposed 
power station. 
 

xvi) The Inner and Outer Consultation Areas should be consistently known as ‘areas’ throughout 
the draft SoCC. The term ‘zone’ could be confused with emergency planning zones. 

 

The detailed comments in relation to the Infrastructure Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) 
Regulation 2017 consultation are as follows: 
 

i) Whilst it is acknowledged that more detailed information will be available as the project 
becomes more developed the submitted document is too ambiguous about the level of the 
preliminary environmental information that will be submitted at the proposed stages of 
consultation. Please make explicit within the SoCC that all relevant preliminary environmental 
information will be made available at each stage of consultation, with a summary of the 
information additional to the full information. The current submission does not make this 
sufficiently clear and raises some doubt that early consultation would contain adequate 
preliminary environmental information. For the proposed stages of consultation to be effective 
they need to present proposals to consultees which are relevant and meaningful. 
 

ii) Please include within the SoCC a commitment to provide timely and specific feedback on 
consultees responses to each stage of consultation. 
 

iii) Please include within the SoCC a list of the consultation bodies the applicant intends to send 
the preliminary environmental information for consultation. This would make it clear to all which 
bodies will be consulted. 
 

iv) The submitted document says that during each stage of consultation information will be 
included on ways to reduce any potentially significant negative impacts through mitigation. It is 
asked that any significant negative impacts are explicitly assessed in accordance with 
established environmental assessment methodology with negative impacts avoided, reduced, 
mitigated or compensated. 
 

v) During the latter stage(s) of the project the relevant preliminary environmental information is 
likely to be substantial and complex. The Stage 2 consultation period should therefore be 
sufficient for the host authorities to consider the information in liaison with other consultees and 



 

 

to allow for Council governance. A consultation period of 16 weeks for the second stage of 
Consultation is requested, akin to the period statutorily allowed for Local Planning Authorities 
to consider major applications requiring an Environmental Statement. The proposed future 
discussions with the Councils on the length of Stage 2 consultations is too imprecise and 
would not provide comfort that adequate time would be provided. Please amend the SoCC 
accordingly. 

 

Both Maldon District Council and Essex County Council would like to work with you to secure 

improvements to the SoCC to address our concerns.  

 

We conclude that the draft SoCC is felt to be a disappointingly broad document with little detail provided on 

how effective consultation will be delivered.  

 

Bradwell Power Generation Company Limited is asked to have regard to the representations of the host 

authorities prior to the publication of the SoCC and we would welcome feedback on how the SoCC 

responds to these representations. 

 

Yours sincerely  

    

  

Paul Dodson 

Director of Strategy, Performance and 

Governance 

pp 
Dominic Collins 
 
Director of Economic Growth and Localities 
Economy, Localities and Public Health   

Maldon District Council Essex County Council   

 

    

 


